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LONDON, NOVEMBER 20, 1886. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


TREE oxpERs which we print elsewhere complete the arrange- 
ments consequent on the retirement of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, 
(which we were enabled to announce last week) by transferring all 
causes marked for Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and also his chief clerks 
and officers, to Mr. Justice Kay ; and by transferring all Mr. Justice 
Kay’s causes, chief clerks, and officers to Mr. Justice Srretine ; and 
by transferring all Mr. Justice Srmxime’s causes to Mr. J usti 
Kexewicu for trial or hearing only. 





We save this week to announce an appointment which we 
believe will give general satisfaction. Mr. Gzoraz Aveusrvus 
Crowner, solicitor (of the firm of Crowpers & Vizarp), of 55, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has been appointed a Chief Clerk in the 
chambers of Mr. Justice Currry, in succession to Mr. Roserr 
MansHAtt, resigned. Mr. Crowper was admitted as of Trinity Term, 
1861. It will be remembered that he was chairman of the com- 
mittee of the Incorporated Law Society appointed in 1881 to con- 
sider the report of the Legal Procedure Committee. 





THE ARRANGEMENTS consequent on the retirement of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Bacon have given rise to a migration of leaders probably 
_ without parallel. We believe that the following is a correct state- 
ment, so far as it goes, of the changes which have occurred :—The 
Queen’ s Counsel practising before Mr. Justice Kay will consist of 
Mr. Marten, Mr. Ince (who has migrated from Mr. Justice Currry’s 
court), Mr. Hortoy Surm, Mr. Mrrar, and Sir A. Warsow. The 
Queen’s Couneel practising before Mr. Justice Srretive will consist of 
Mr. Fiscuer, Mr. W. Pearson, Mr. Hemauixe, Mr. Granam Hasrinos, 
Mr. W. F. Rozrnson, Mr. Cnosst.er, and Mr. Busu. Mr. Barser, 
Q.C., and Mr. Wanwrneton, Q.C., will practise before Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu, and Mr. Mactrray, Q.C., will practise before Mr. Justice 

| Carrry. 





THE FoLLowrne are the names and dates of call to the bar of the 
new Queen’s Counsel:—Six members of the Equity Bar: Mr. 
| Epwarp Cutter, 1857; Mr. Writram Latnam, 1860; Mr. Watrer 
| Cwantes Reysnaw, 1864; Mr. Hexny Burton Bucxtey, 1869; Mr. 
_ Sewarp Brice, 1871; and Mr. Kexneru Aveustus Mum Macxenzre 
(Permanent Secretary in the Lord Chancellor’s Department, and 
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery), 1873. Two members of the 
South-Eastern Circuit: Mr. Emaxvet Macurre Unperpvowy, 1861, 
and Mr. Grorce Canpy, 1+69. Two members of the Northern 
Cireuit: Mr. Tuomas Wnrrreysury Wueeter, 1865, and Mr. 
Lixpsey Mippieton Aspranp, 1868; and one member of the North- 
Fastein Circuit :-Mr. Epwarp Trypat Atkinson, 1870. 





Surrors in the House of Lords have unexpectedly been deprived 

| of the advantege of Lord Hrrscnert ard Lord Bramwext taking 
part in the hearing of their causes, and it seems that this is the 
inevitable result of section 8 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 
1876. By that section it is enacted that, ‘for preventing delay 


| in the administration of justice, the House of Lords may eit and 
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prorogation, therefore, only Lords “t A 
the oaths, and as Lord Bramweit and 


s2 | Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, and had not taken the oaths after 
60 the last dissolution, 


they cannot take the oaths — a 
tion. This follows from the Parliamentary Oaths Act, 1866, 
rescribes that the oath of allegiance set out in that Act come 
Oaths Act, 1868) “shall, 
ae and subscribed relatos every 
table in the middle of the 
ouse of Peers is there with their 
8 in his place.” to make assurance doubly sure, it te 
provided by the pr Ea of section 8 of the A 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876, “ that no —- other than the g 
and determination of appeals, and matters connected therewith, 
and Lords of Appeal in Ordinary taking their seats and the oaths 
as aforesaid, shall be transacted by the ge of Lords during such 
prorogation.” An amending statute will, we presume, be passed to 
{remedy the defect. 
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To THE DELIGHT “ the impressionable part of th 
we think, rather to the surprise of the ma the 
fession, Mr. Justice Burr has seen he mejor fe lent 
nullity in Scott v. Sebright, on the ground that the petitioner was, 
at the time of her marriage, incapable of consenting to the mar- 
riage contract, and that that contract ought to be avoided on the 
same grounds as other contracts be avoided, subject to the 
qualification that the court avoiding it must watch more jealousl: 
than in the case of other contracts the evidence which is 
in support of the desired avoidance. It may perhaps be questioned 
whether, in not subjecting Szsricut to examination on certain 
points, the learned judge quite observed his own qualification, and 
whether the case does not bear on the face of it canal like the 
judicial sanction of the dissolution of a marriage by mutual consent, 
although, as Lord Pzwzance eloquently points out in Mordaunt v. 
Mordaunt (2 P. D., at p. 196), the feature of non-rescission 
by consent is a feature which belongs to marriage contracts alone 
among contracts. The question, however, was one of evidence 
only, and all that can be said is that different facts strike different 
judges differently. As to the authorities, although no cases 
are cited in the judgment, it is well to point out that the 
books contain at least three cases—Harford v. Morris (2 
Con. 423), Portsmouth v. Portsmouth (1 Hagg. 356), and 
Wilkinson v. Wilkinson (4 Notes of Ecclesiastical Cases, 295 
—in which a marriage has been declared void on the groun 
of incapacity to consent, not amounting to insanity. Of the 
three cases Wilkinson v. Wilkinson is the strongest. 
a rich infant, incurably imbecile, but whose friends had failed to 
procure her to be declared lunatic, had been inveigled into a 
marriage with a cousin ‘in concert with other i” 
ceremony was hurried, and the bride, when required to say “T 
will,” said ‘‘ No,” till prompted by the clerk and told to use the 
former words; moreover, when in the vestry, she ‘‘took off the 
ring and threw it down, saying she was not married.”” The hus- 
band was represented but not examined at the triul, his counsel 
admitting that the wife was undoubtedly unfit to enter into 
matrimonial contract, and ‘‘ leaving the matter in the hands of 
court” (Dr. Lusnixeron), with the result that the decree was 
granted on the ground that the. marriage had been brought about 
by fraud and circumvention. 





A corrEsponpENT of a contemporary, signing himself “Lin- 
coln’s Inn,” has accom a feat and made a discovery 
which may well fill his inn with pride. The feat is the 
reading of “the words P ap section 13 of 1 & 2 Vict. ec. 
110,” and the discovery is that there is no necessity for ‘‘ any panic 
about Re Pope” (34 W.R. 654, 698). Referring to an article 
which he appears to have written on the 9th of October, he says, 
‘*T observe that I stand alone in my therein 3 
and your contemporaries the Soxicirons’ Jounwan and Law 
Journal, and the respective contributors thereto, are wholly at sea 
amidst what they consider the shoals of the Judgment Acts. 
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Would you believe it, sir, those valiant journals and their learned 
contributors occasion their own troubles by not reading the words 
of section 13 of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 which they comment on?” 
And then he proceeds to state the provisions of this unknown 
section, the effect of which he states to be that “‘ the in invitum 
charge which, by that section, is given by the judgment being 
duly registered, is made thereby equivalent to a voluntary charge 
wes by writing of the debtor under hand—that is to say, the 
judgment debt, being registered, is, by the statute, made and 
declared to be an equitable mortgage on the lands—exactly what 
J (wwo reap tae Acts I werre anovut) have stated in the article in 
question.” And he then refers to another unknown Act of 27 & 
23 Vict. c. 112, and asks “‘ why purchasers should be in any panic 
about Re Pope?” It is satisfactory to know that “ Lincoln’s Inn” 
has read section 13 ; and it would have been still more satisfactory if 
his reading had extended to the observations in the Sorrcrrors’ 
Jovenat on which he comments. What we have endeavoured to 
shew (with what success our readers must judge) is that there are 
two totally distinct methods of enforcing a judgment debt against 
the debtor’s land— 


First, the judgment creditor may obtain execution against any judgment or order. 


the debtor’s lands, by suing out an eleyit, or by obtaining 
an order appointing a receiver, or for a commission of 
sequestration. He can do this without registering either 
the judgment or the writ or order. In this case he en- 
forces his remedy against the rents and profits of the 
debtor’s land. There is no means by which a purchaser 
can be certain that the judgment creditor has not obtained 
execution. 

Secondly, the judgment creditor may obtain a charge on the 
corpus of the land of the judgment debtor by registering 
his writ or other process of execution under 27 & 28 Vict. 
ce. 112. Inthis case a purchaser can ascertain by search- 
ing what has been done. 

Without again discussing the extremely intricate law of judg- 
ments and executions, we may point out, for the benefit of ‘‘ Lin- 
coln’s Inn,” that the decision in Re Pope (which he surely cannot 
have read) expressly decided (1) that, where land is actually de- 
livered in execution, it is not necessary to register the execu- 
tion, except for the purpose of obtaining an order for sale; and 
(2) that a judgment creditor who has got the land actually delivered 
im execution is safe as against a purchaser—in other words, that 
the purchaser is not safe as against the execution creditor. 
Perhaps even ‘‘Lincoln’s Inn” will now see why there has 
been ‘‘a panic about Re Pope.” 





Ox Friary fortnight the Master of the Rolls announced that 
the bankruptcy appeal, Ex parte The Official Receiver, In re 
Morritt, would be re-argued before the full Court of Appeal. 
The case is one of several relating to bills of sale in which judg- 
ment was reserved just before the Long Vacation. 
questions raised was, whether section 19 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, which confers on a mortgagee by deed ‘‘a power, when the 
mortgage-money has become due, to sell the mortgaged property,” 
applies to a bill of sale of personal chattels given as security for 

- Section 20 provides that the mortgagee shall not exercise 
the power of sale unless and until notice requiring payment of the 
mortgage-money has been served on the mortgagor, and default in 

has been made for three months after the service, or 
interest is in arrear for two months. Section 19 also provides that 
“the provisions of this Act relating to the foregoing powers, com- 
prised either in this section, orin any subsequent section regulating 
the exercise of those powers may be varied or extended by the 
mortgage deed,” and in this particular case the bill of sile con- 
teined a proviso that the power of sale conferred upon the mort- 
gagee by the Conveyancing Act should be exercisable by him “ in 
every as if the 20th section of the said Act had not been 
evacted.” Another question was, whether a mortgagee of chattels 
has (independently of the Conveyancing Act and of any express 
power in the deed) an inherent power of sale by virtue of his 

in case of default by the mortgagor. The case was ar- 
gued before the full court on Thursday, the 11th inst., and judg- 
ment was reserved. 





Tre Orne Botsctron of the Supreme Court, as to whose 


One of the | 


duties Lord Coxertper has this week intimated an anxious desire 
for information, was, before the Judicature Acts, styled “the 
Official Solicitor of the High Court of Chancery,” and before the 
Chancery Funds Act “the Solicitor to the Suitors’ Fund.” His 
functions, as described in the Second Report of the Legal Depart- 
ments Commission, were to protect the Suitors’ Fund, aud to 
administer, under the direction of the court, so much of it as then 
came under the spending power of the court. He acted for 
parties in pauper suits, when so directed by the judge, and for 
those who, through ignorance or forgetfulness, were guilty of 
contempt of court by not answering process. Every quarter he 
visited Holloway Prison, to see and report upon any prisoner of 
the Court of Chancery, taking up any cuse requiring assistance. 
He assisted the Paymaster-General in preparing the Chancery 
Estimates for Parliament, and acted generally as a solicitor in all 
cases in which the several Chancery Courts required such services. 
All these duties he still performs, with the exception of adminis- 
tering so much of the Suitors’ Fund as comes under the spending 
power of the court. He may be also required, under R. 8. C., 1883, 
XXXIIL., 9, to act in case of ‘ undue delay ” in proceedings under 
As solicitor of the court he is the general 
intermediary for the Lord Chancellor, as president, in respect of a 
large amount of public business in connection with the courts. It 
frequently happens that the Official Solicitor is appointed guardian 
for an infant in cases where a guardian is unfit to act through 
misconduct, and the judge thinks it desirable to retain a strict 
hold on the infant’s property. But this forms no part of his official 
duties, though in such cases the existence of a trustworthy officer 
is a great convenience, and facilitates the exercise of the duties of 
the judges. 





Ir aNy rmpuration was intended by the Master of the Rolls, 
in his recent remarkable speech, against the county court 
judges on the ground of inefficiency or defective administra- 
tion of the law, no support for such a charge can be gathered 
from the results of the appeals from their decisions (apart from 
their equity, admiralty, and bankruptcy jurisdiction) which are 
given in the last issue of the Judicial Statistics. The number of 
appeals from county courts by special case in the year ending the 
3lst of October, 1885, was 31; and of this number 22 were 
argued, 10 decisions being affirmed and 12 reversed. Appeals by 
motion numbered 151, of which 41 were refused, and of the 111 
orders nisi granted, 36 only were made absolute, and 74 were dis- 
charged. The figures speak for themselves, and shew only 48 
successful appeals from the 586,716 decisions of 59 county court 
judges. 











ON THE FORM OF MORTGAGE BILLS OF SALE. 
II. 


Consideration.—The Act of 1882 requires (section 8) that the 
| bill of sale shall ‘‘truly set forth the consideration for which it 
| was given,” differing only from the corresponding provision in the 
| Act of 1878, s. 8, by the addition of the word ‘‘truly.” It 
| hurdly requires the authority of Bowen, L.J. (Hx parte Johnson, 
| Re Chapman, 26 Ch. D., at p. 348), to enable one to see that the 
| difference in language is immaterial, and that the Act of 1878 re- 
| quires the consideration to be stated truly. 

The cases shew that the statement of the consideration need not 
be literally accurate ; that it satisfies the requirements of the Acts 
if it be substantially accurate (Hughes v. Little, 35 W. R. 36), 
and if it states, either in legal or business language, the true effect 
of whut actually took place: see the remarks of Bowen, L.J., Hx 
parte Johnson, ubi sup.; of Brett, L.J., The Credit Co v. Pott 
(6 Q. B. D., at p. 298). “The real principle of the form is that, 
whatever may be the consideration forthe sum of money secured 
by the bill of sale, a first sum shall be stated therein in figures, 
and in direct terms” (per Brett, M.R., Davis v. Burton, 11 
Q. B. D., at p. 540). 

Most of the cases where the consideration is incorrectly stated 
may be grouped under two heads—first, where the consideration is 
expressed to be paid “now” or ‘on or immediately before the 
execution of these presents,” and the whole or part of the con- 
sideration is paid some time before the execution of the bill 
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of sale, or no money is actually paid; secondly, where the con- 


sideration is expressed to be paid to A. and the whole or part is | 5 


really paid to B. 

In cases of the first class the bill of sale was held good, in Er 
parte Allam, Re Munday (14 Q. B. D. 43), where the debtor gave 
a bill of sale for the sum advanced, and, upon its being discovered 
that it was invalid owing to its offending against the provisions of 
the Acts, gave a fresh bill four days after the execution of the first 
bill, which was thereupon cancelled; in Zw parte Johnson, Re 
Chapman (32 W. R. 393, 26 Ch. D. 338), where part of the loan 
was made four days before the execution of the bill of sale on 
the undertaking of the debtor to execute a bill of sale if required ; 
in Ex parte Bolland, Re Roper (31 W. R. 102, 21 Ch. D. 543), 
where no money actually passed, but the sum expressed to be 
paid was a sum owing by the grantor to the grantee for un- 
paid purchase-money ; in Zhe Oredit Co. v. Pott (29 W. R. 326, 
6 Q. B. D. 295), where no money passed, there was a recital of 
an intended loan, and the amount of the loan was the sum found 
due by the grantor to the grantee on a stated account; the effect 
of the transaction in each of the two latter cases really being pay- 
ment by the grantor of the money due by him, and an immediate 
advance of the same sum to him by the grantee. On the other 
hand, the bill of sale was held to be invalid in Ex parte Berwick, 
Re Young (29 W. R. 292), where the loan had been made by in- 
stalments extending over eighteen months, the last of which was 
paid three months before the bill of sale was given. 

In cases of the second class the consideration is truly said to be 
paid to the grantor if it is by his direction, at the time of the ad- 
vance, paid so as to satisfy existing debts then due from him (see the 
remarks of Jessel, M.R., and Brett, L.J., Ez parte Firth, Re Cowburn, 
19 Ch. D. 419; Hamlyn v. Betteley, 29 W. R. 956, 5 C. P. D. 327), 
or, apparently, if it is paid for any purpose by his direction (see 
Re Cann, Ex parte Hunt, 13 Q. B. D., where it will be observed 
that part of the costs which were paid on the execution of the bill 
of sale had not become due). The bill was even upheld where, 
immediately after the payment of the consideration, the grantor 
applied part of it, pursuant to an agreement entered into at the 
time, giving the bill of sale in payment of a debt Jond fide due 
by him to the grantee: Ex parte National Mercantile Bank, Re 
Haynes (28 W. R. 248, 15 Ch. D. 42), a case decided under the 
Act of 1878; if it had fallen under the Act of 1882 the collateral 
agreement would have made the sale bad: see anée, p. 41. 

On the other hand, where part of the consideration was paid to, 
or retained by, the grantee as bonus: Re Williams, Ex parte 
Pearce (82 W. R. 187, 25 Ch. D. 656); as commission on the 
loan: Hamilton v. Chaine (7 Q. B. D. 1, 319) ; for the sake of 
providing for the rent subsequently becoming due of the house 
where the chattels were: Ex parte Rolph, Re Spindler (19 Ch. D. 
98); for interest and expenses: Hx parte Charing Cross Advance 
and Deposit Bank, Re Parker (29 fy. R. 204, 16 Ch. D. 35); 
or if the costs of the grantee’s solicitor, including costs of regis- 
tration, are retained by him out of the consideration: Zw parte 
Firth, Re Cowburn (19 Ch. D. 419) overruling Ex parte 
Challinor (29 W. R. 205, 16 Ch. D. 260), the consideration was 
held not to be truly expressed. In all the cases where part of the 
consideration is retained by the grantee for the purpose of future 
application, the consideration is not truly stated, not only because 
it is stated to be paid to the grantor, but also because it is stated 
“to be now paid”: Hx parte Rolph, Re Spindler (19 Ch. D. 98). 

The consideration was held not to be truly stated where the bill 
secured repayment of advances thereby recited to be made to the 
grantor, but which were really made to his firm: Ex parte Carter, 
Re Threappleton (12 Ch. D. 908). The consideration was held to 
be sufficiently stated in the words, ‘In consideration of the 
grantee having, at the request of the grantor, become guarantee, and 
having signed a — note for the payment of a sum of £45, 
obtained by the grantor from B., of which £32 or thereabouts is 
now owing”: Hughes v. Little (17 Q. B. D. 204), confirmed on 
this point on appeal (35 W. R. 36); and where part of the con- 
sideration was a transaction relating to promissory notes which 
were incorrectly stated to be billsof exchange: Roberts v. Roberts 
(32 W. R. 605, 13 Q. B. D. 794). 

Parcele.—Personal chattels must be specifically described in a 
schedule-inventory contained in a schedule to the bill of sale, and 
the grantor must be the true owner thereof at the time of the 


void, except as against the grantor: see the Act of 1882, ss. 4, 


An interminable contro might be raised on the meaning of 
the words “‘ specifically deseribed,’ but fortunately they have been. 
decided to mean that the inventory must describe the things as a 
business man would describe them: see remarks of Lindley, L.J., 
in Roberts v. Roberts (18 Q. B. D., at p. 806). It is unnecessary 
to state in what house the chattels are: He parte Hill, Re Lane 

(17 Q. B. D. 74). ; 

These provisions effectually ta m of after-acquired 
chattels, unless they are acquired in substitution for those com- 
prised in the bill of sale which become worn out: Consolidated Ovedit 
Co. v. Gosney (34 W. R. 106, 16 Q. B. D. 24). It should, perhaps, be 
stated that where a bill of sale mortgages both chattels in posses- 
sion and after-acquired chattels, the invalid provisions as to the 
after-acquired chattels do not invalidate the mortgage of the 
— in possession: Roberts v. Roberts (832 W. R. 605, 13 
Q. B.D. 794), overruling Levy v. Polack (W. N., 1885, 76). 

These provisions are subject to the important exceptions 
any growing crops separately assigned or charged where 
crops were actually growing at the time when the bill of sale was 
executed; (2) any fixtures manage 4 assigned or charged, and 
any plant or trade machinery, ere such fixtures, plant, 
or trade machinery are in, attached to, or brought 
upon any land, farm, factory, Ren a warehouse, 
or other place in substitution for any of the fixtures, plant, or 
trade machinery specifically described in the schedule to such bill 
of sale : see the Act of 1882, s. 6. 

The words “ separately assigned ” in this section have reference 
to the 4th section of the Act of 1878. As to growing ve = 
mean “not assigned together with any interest in the on 
which they grow.” As to fixtures, “not assigned together with a 
freehold or leasehold interest in ‘any land or building to which 
they are annexed.” ‘ 

It should be observed that a grant of after-acquired chattels 
passes only an equitable interest, and that, therefore, if, after they 
come into existence, and before the grantee takes possession, some 
other person, without notice of the grantee’s interest, acquires a 
legal interest in them, the title of the grantee is ousted: Joseph 
v. Lyons (38 W. R. 145, 15 Q. B. D. 280), Hallas v. Robinson 
(33 W. R. 426, 15 Q. B. D. 289). 

*.* There is an omission of some words in a sentence in our 
previous article at the top of page 41, second column. The latter 
part of the sentence should read, ‘‘ were intended to apply solely 
to the case where the mortgage was by demise, or whether they 
would also apply to the case of a mortgage in fee, and whether 
they apply to the implied tenancy of the mortgagor created by the 
mortgage, or only to the express tenancy created by the 


ment.” 
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CONCERNING SEARCHES. 


(XV.) JUDGMENTS. 
II. Toe Mopvrrw Law or Jvpemwenrs (continued). 


istration of judgments.—By section 19 of 1 & 2 Vict. o. 110, 
ed Li of the said ‘superior courts "—.¢., at West- 
minster—“ nor any decree or order in any court of equity, nor any 
order in bankruptcy or lunacy, shall, by virtue of this Act, affect 
any lands,” &c., as to purchasers unless and until registered in the 
Court of Common Pleas in the manner therein prescribed, in the 
name of ‘‘the person whose estate is intended to be affected 
thereby.” (Sembie, therefore, that if a defendant was sued as 
trustee, the registration should be in the name of the cesfui gue 
trust, against whom a would search.) 

The section does not mean that judgments shall, when regi 

affect lands as from ra ag AH a its effect is to cut down 
the prior sections which bi as from Wlacden hn and 
to affect purchasers only from the time of (i 

v. Hargrave, 23 Beay. 484). 

The statute 1 & 2 Vict. o. 110 oe wat eee Be Statute of 
Westminster 2 or the Docket Act (ante, se that, 

19 applies only to the rights given ‘‘ by 
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execution of the bill of sale, otherwise the bill of sale will be 
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\apparently, still open to a creditor to docket his judgment under 
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the Act of Wm. & M., and thus to affect purchasers, even without 
notice, to the extent of the rights against them given by the old 
law. Questions were also raised (1) whether, if a judgment was 
neither docketed under the Act of Wm. & M., nor registered under 
the Act of Vict., a purchaser with notice would still be bound 
upon the principles laid down in Davis v. Strathmore (ante, p. 25) ; 
and (2) whether, if a judgment was registered under the Act of 
Vict., a purchaser without notice would be bound (at least to 
the extent of the creditor’s remedy under section 11) as he would 
have been before the Act, by a duly docketed judgment (see ante, 
p- 25). 
2 § 3 Vict. c. 11.—These questions were partially answered 
by this Act, “for the better protection of purchasers against judg- 
ments,” &c. Section 1 provided that no judgment ‘should there- 
after be docketed under the Act of Wm. & M., and that the dockets 
should be finally closed. By section, 2 judgments already docketed 
under the Act of Wm. & M. were not (after the Ist of August, 
1841) to affect lands as against purchasers unless and until regis- 
tered in accordance with 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 19. 

istration.—By 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, s. 4, it was enacted that 
all judgments which had, since the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, been regis- 
tered thereunder, or should thereafter be registered, should, after 
the expiration of five years from the date of ‘‘ entry” (? registra- 
tion) thereof, be null and void against lands as to purchasers, unless 
registered again in the Court of Common Pleas within five years 
before the execution of the instrument vesting or transferring the 
legal or equitable title and so foties guoties at the expiration of 
every succeeding five years. The purchasers protected by this 
section are persons who become such after the expiration of five 
years from the last registration and before re-registration. It does 
not apply to purchasers who become such during the currency of 
the period of five years from any registration, and they will be 
bound (subject to the provisions of section 5, post), though there 
be no subsequent re-registration (Shaw v. Neale, 6 H. L. C. 581; 
see 29 Ch. D. 531); for the object of the statute was to enable 
@ parchaser to ascertain with certainty what judgments exist, not 
to give him a chance of improving his title by the possible subse- 
quent neglect of a judgment creditor to re-register (Beavan v. 
Earl of Ozford, 6 De G. M. & G. 492, 499). 

Purchasers without notice—By 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11,8. 5, as against 
purchasers without notice, judgments, “although duly registered,” 
are not to “bind or affect any lands,” or any interest therein, 
“farther or otherwise or more extensively” than a judgment 
would have bound such purchasers before the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 
where it had been duly docketed according to the law then in 
force. This enactment, therefore, left purchasers without notice 
of registered judgments liable to the extent of the remedies 
under the old law (Doswell v. Reece, 11 Jur. N. 8. 764). The 
old dockets were closed, the object of the Act being to complete 
a perfectly new register, so that the purchaser should have refer- 
ence to only one register (6 De G. M. & G. 534). The words are 


large enough to extend the benefit of the enactment to all bond fide | 


purchasers and mortgagees deriving title, whether mediately or 
immediately, from the debtor, and to relieve them from any judg- 
ment which they do not find entered upon the register during the 
preceding five years. The plain intention of the statute was to 
obviate the necessity for extended searches. The effect is, that a 
purchaser may always be setisfied with a five years’ search. He 
may have to look for the names of various persons who, for a con- 
siderable time past, have been interested in the property; but in 
each case he may limit his search to the period of five years last 
rely Wood, V.C., Benham v. Keane (9 W. R. 765, 13. &H., 
at p. 708). 

this Act required judgments ‘already docketed” 
under the old law to be registered under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, it 
did not appear to include judgments which had never been 
docketed ; and therefore it was still doubtful how far a purchaser 
with notice would be affected by undocketed judgments, and also 
by judgments required to be registered under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 
but not, in fact, so registered. 

Purchasers with notice of unregistered judgments (3 § 4 Vict. 
¢. $2).—This Act was passed expressly to amend 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110. Section 2, after reciting section 19 of that Act (as to regis- 
tration), and that doubts had been entertained whether a purchaser 

notice of “such judgmen 
equity be effected thereby, notwithstanding they had not been 


te as aforesaid’ would not in | i 





registered, proceeds to enact that purchasers are not, “‘ by virtue 
of the said Act,” to be affected by such judgments unless and 
until registered, any notice thereof in anywise notwithstanding. 
The result, therefore, in cases to which the Acts 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11 
and 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82 were applicable was that, to entitle a 
judgment creditor to the extended remedies given by 1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, there must be both registration and notice; so that a 
purchaser without notice of a registered judgment, or with notice 
of an unregistered judgment, would not be hound by the new 
law. 

It still remained doubtful how far a purchaser with notice 
would be affected by a judgment registered under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110, but not re-re under 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11 (section 4) to 
which 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82 makes no reference. And section 2 of 
the latter Act appeared to protect purchasers with notice of 
unregistered judgments only from the operation of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 
110 (Dart, 488), leaving them exposed to such remedies as, under 
the old Jaw, a creditor would have had against a purchaser with 
notice of an undocketed judgment. Nor did section 2 clearly apply 
to judgments entered up before 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110. 

18 Vict. c. 15.—The object of this Act, as described by its title, 
was ‘‘the better protection of purchasers against judgments,” &c. 
Section 4 recites that the protection given by 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, s. 2, 
to purchasers with notice of unregistered judgments is confined to 
judgments binding by virtue of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, that the old 
dockets had been closed, and that that provision ought not to be so 
restricted, and then enacts that no judgment “which might be 
registered under” 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 (thus including judgments 
docketed or undocketed (?) entered up before that Act and never 
registered under it) “shall affect any lands at law or in equity” 
as against purchasers, unless registered as mentioned in 1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, with “the proper officer of the proper court,” any 
notice notwithstanding. The terms cf this section seem to protect 
the purchaser in respect of the operation of the old law as well as 
that of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110. 

The doubt as to purchasers with notice of judgments registered 
but not re-registered is met by section 5, which enacts that the 
protection given by 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82, s. 2, to purchasers with 
notice of unregistered judgments shall be deemed to extend to 
section 4 of 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, so that notice of any judgment not 
duly re-registered shall not avail against purchasers. But the 
protection given by 3 & 4 Vict. c. 82 is only against the opera- 
tion of the new law, and it is, perhaps, not quite clear that this 
section protects the purchasers to any greater extent where there 
is no re-registration within five years, though the more general 
terms of section 4, as to cases where there has never been any 
registration at all, appear to exclude all liability under the old law 
as well as the new. 

Section 6 enacts that re-registration within five years before the 
execution of the instrument vesting or transferring the legal or 


| equitable title in or to a purchaser shall be deemed sufficient to 


bind the purchaser, although more than five years shall have 
expired since the last previous registration, and so toties quoties 
upon every re-registry. This section is said to have been passed 
in consequence of the decision in Freer v. Hesse (4 De G. M. & G. 
495). 

In cases where the existence of notice is material it should be 
noted that registration is not of itself notice (Zane v. Jackson, 20 
Beav. 539. 








REVIEWS. 
THE LAWYER’S COMPANION. 


Tue LAwyeEr’s CoMPANION AND Diary, AND LONDON AND PRo- 
vinciaL Law Drrecrory ror 1887. Edited by J. TrusTRaM, 
Barrister-at-Law. Forry-First ANNvuAL Issvz. Stevens & 
Sons; Shaw & Sons, 


The present issue of this valuable annual contains the new county 
court aud bankru scales of costs, and the regulations under the 
Prosecution of O Acts. There is some need of re-arrangement of 
the matter in this part of the book. Surely all the matter r a to 
costs should be placed  Sogeset, and the provisions as to stamp duty 
on securities to bearer, oe property of bodies corporateand un- 
incorporate should be to the relating to stamp duties, 
instead of being sandwic’ ween the ution of Offences Regu- 
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lations and Conveyancing Costs. We may, perhaps, su that in 
future issues it would be convenient to have the dates of appointment 
of Queen’s Counsel added to their names in the list at page 2 of Part II. 


The editor would confer a great service on the profession if in the list 
of country solicitors he would adopt the suggestion often made by our 
correspondent, Mr. John Miller, that a me’ should be devised of 
indicating at which of several places named a solicitor has his head- 
— or an office and clerk in daily attendance. Surely none of 

e solicitors described as practising at several would object to 
give this information on application. We have checked the list of 
country solicitors in several cases to ascertain whether the names of 
practitioners who have died during the last year are still inserted, 
but in all the cases we have looked for we lave found that most 
creditable care has been exercised. 


EQUITY INDEX. 


Cuitty’s INDEX TO ALL THE REPORTED CASES DECIDED IN THE 
SEVERAL CourTs oF Equity IN ENGLAND, THE Privy Covuncit, 
AND THE HovsE oF LorDs, with A SELECTION OF IRIsH CASEs, 
ON OR RELATING TO THE PRINCIPLES, PLEADING, AND PRACTICE 
OF EquITY AND BANKRUPTCY; FROM THE EARUIEST PERIOD. 
FourtH Epition. By Henry Epwarp Hirst, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. 3. Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet & Sons; W. Maxwell & Son. 


It is fast approaching two years since the issue of the last volume 
of this useful k, but the delay appears, under the circumstances 
stated in the preface, to have been unavoidable. The arrangement 
of matter in the headings we have examined varies in merit, but as 
to some we can speak with much satisfaction. The heading 
‘‘Executer and Administrator,” for instance, which occupies 353 
pages, appears to us to be admirably classified, and affords an 
almost indispensable adjunct to the last edition of Williams. 
‘Husband and Wife” is another important heading which is, on the 
whole, well classified, and will be of great service to the practitioner. 





ENGLISH CONSTITUTIONAL HISTORY. 


EnouiisH ConsTITUTIONAL HISTORY FROM THE TEUTONIC CoNQUEST 
TO THE PRESENT TIME. By Tuomas Pitt TASWELL-LANGMEAD, 
Barrister-at-Law. TuirD Epition. By C. H. E. CarMmicHakt, 
Stevens & Haynes. 


We believe that this journal was among the first to recognize the 
merits of Mr. Taswell-Langmead’s work. Originally intended as a 
manual for students at the universities and the Inns of Court, its 
conciseness and comprehensiveness speedily gained for it a bigh repu- 
tation among these clasees, while its easy and interesting style 
rendered ithardly less adapted for the eral reader. Mr. Carmi- 
chael has revi the whole book, aad sundiiadilie remodelled the 
chapters on ‘‘ The Succession to the Crown” and the ‘“‘ Progress of 
the Constitution since the Revolution.” 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


SLAUGHTER-HOUSES IN RURAL SANITARY DISTRICTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I shall be glad if you or any of your readers can inform me 
whether any licence or registration is necessary for the erection or 
usé of a slaughter house (for the slaughter of cattle for sale for 
butcher’s outta a rural sanitary district, and whether there is an 
law prohibiting or in any way restricting the erection and use of suc 
a slaughter-house. 

Slaughter-houses within the metropolis, as defined by Schedules 
A., B., and C. to the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, are —- 
lated by the Slaughter-houses Metropolis Act, 1874 (87 & 38 Vict. 
c. 67), and other statutes; and those within urban sani districts 


Perhaps you or some of your readers can inform me whetherI am 
correct in my conclusion, or can throw some ane ee 


bject. 
"November 11 


[So far as we know, or can ascertain, our ”*s conclu- 
sion is correct. The slaughtering of cattle for any purpose must, in 
urban sanitary districts, and in metropolis, and in places where 


the Towns Im ts Clauses Act, 1847, is in force, be carried 
= a . pone create y Rang ; brs Ge pees i a 
icence where appears, by 26 , c. 71, an amending Acts, 
to be Handted be ecaen whivs Mananuale tered (for these statutes 


apply to horses as well as cattle) are not to be used for food. The 
reason of the distinction is y ® sanitary one, arising from the 
fact that slaughter-houses are more of a nuisance in cro than in 


thinly-populated places, and partly a reason of police, the preamble 
of 26 Geo. 3, ¢. 71, setting out that ‘‘ the practice of stealing 
cows, and other cattle hath of late years increased to an alarming 
degree, and hath been greatly facilitated by certain ons of low 
condition who keep houses or places for the purpose of slaughtering 
horses and other cattle.”—Eb. S. J.] 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
ORDERS oF CouURT. 
Saturday, 13th November, 1886. 


Whereas, Arthur Kekewich, ;~ x of her gow Counsel, has 
been appointed a judge of the Court of Justice, and of the 
Chancery Division of the said High Court. And whereas it is 
expedient that the causes now standing for trial or hearing only before 
Mr. Justice Stirling should be transferred to the said Arthur Kekewi 
as a judge of the Chancery Division, for the i 
only. Now I, The Right Honourable i Stanley, Baron 
Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do bereby 
order :— 
(1.) That the several causes now standing for tri 
only, before Mr. Justice Stirling (other than the causes set 
Soa Se Sie Se ee meng tw a a 
ewich, as a judge of the Chancery Division, pur- 
pose of ial or Snaainia ani , 
(2.) That no cause or matter be assigned to the said Arthur 
Kekewich, as a judge, by the same being marked with his 


name. 
And tite euler is to be Sena we Se tee Se ae ee 
several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


i 


Litchfield v. Jones adjd. sumns. 
Whereas the Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon 
resigned the office of judge of Her Majesty’s High Court of Justi 
I, The Right Hon inge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, order and direct 
causes and matters ing before the said 
Bacon as a judge of Her *s High Court of J 
ferred to Mr. Justice Kay and marked with his 
further order that the chief clerks 
attached to the chambers of 
perform the same duties in relation to Mr. Kay as 
they have hitherto performed 
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are regulated by the Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. o. 55, | Bacon 


ss. 169, 170), incorporating the Towns Im t Clauses Act, 


provemen 
1847 (10 & 11 Vict. o. 37, ss. 125—131); but I cannot find any Act | i 


regulating or restricting the erection or use of ter-houses 
used for the above-mentioned purpose within rural sanitary districts 
where the rural authority has not been investe! with the powers of 
an urban sanitary authority under section 276 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875. 

By 25 & 26 Geo. 3, 0, 71, a licence (to be obtained at quarter ses- 
sions) is required for all slaughter-houses used for the slaughter of 


animals which shall not be killed for butcher's meat; and 7 & 8 Vict. 
c. 87, s. 1, provides for the annual renewal of such licences; but 
these statutes do not appear to apply to cases where the animals are 
slaughtered for the purpose of food. 

No doubt sections 116—119 of the Public Health Act, 1875 (rela- 
ting to unsound meat, &c.) apply to slaughter-houses of the 
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ferred to Mr. Justice Stirling, and marked with his name. And I do 
further order that the chief clerks and other clerks and officers 
attached to the chambers of the said Mr. Justice Kay, continue to 
perform the same duties in relation to Mr. Justice Stirling as those 
which they have hitherto performed for the said Mr. Justice Kay. 
And I do further order that so much of the order dated the 19th day 
of May, 1886, as directs that no cause or matter should be assigned to 
the said Mr. Justice Stirling, by the same being marked with his name, 
be discharged. 

_ And this order is to take effect on Monday, the 15th November 
instant, and is to be drawn up by the registrar and set up in the 
several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 

HAtssury, C. 





COUNTY COURTS. 

I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, i under the powers vested in me 
by the County Court Rules, 1886, hereby order that the offices of the 
county courts may be closed on the twenty-fourth, the twenty-seventh, 
and twenty-eighth days of December, 1886. 

Given under my hand this first day of November, 1886. 

HA.ssury, C. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
GOLDSTROM +. TALLERMAN—O, A. No. 1, 12th November. 
Brit or Sate—Inrenest vron Interest—Cuarce or Insurance Pre- 
micas, Rent, Rares, anp Taxes. 
In this case the question arose as to the validity of a bill of sale. The 
document purported to have been given as security for an advance of 


as against the plaintiffs. The action was commenced in February, 1884, 
against the company, the bank, and the trustee in bankruptcy of T. & Co., 
asking that the vn might be ordered to deliver up the certificate; that 
tbe company might be restrained from permitting any transfer; and that 
the bank might be restrained from selling the stock, Shortly afterwards 
the plaintiffs obtained an interlocutory injunction restraining the bank 
from selling, but in October, 1885, the b abandoned their claim and 
delivered up the certificate to the plaintiffs. The stock had meanwhile 
fallen in value, and the plaintiffs claimed damages from the bank-for its 
unlawful detention. Norrn, J., held (W. N., 1886, 50), that thé=loss 
was caused by the plaintiffs’ own fault in not asking for a sale of the 
stock when they applied for the injunction, and that they were not entitled 
to any damages. Tue Court or ArpgaL (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, 
L.JJ.), reversel the decision, and gave the plaintiffs £900 damages. 
Corron, L.J., said that the injunction was granted only in consequence 
of the unfounded claim made by the bank. The plaintiffs simply wished 
to stop the bank, as persons dealing men cp with the shares, from 
selling them. It was true that the plaintiffs might have suggested the 
sale of the shares and payment of the proceeds into court, but so might 
also the bank. In considering the question of damages, the court took into 
account the fact that the plaintiffs were desirous to sell, but were pre- 
vented from selling the shares, and also the market value of the shares, 
Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsex, Sir Horace Davey, Q.C.; 
Warmington, Q.C., and Decimus Sturges; R. T. Reid, Q.C., and H. 
Burton Buckley. Soxtcrrors, Young, Jones, § Co.; Druces § Aitlee ; 
Lawrance, Baker, § Co. ; Freshfields § Williams. 


HELMORE v. SMITH—C. A. No. 2, 17th November. 


|R. 8. C., 1883, LVIII., 16, 17—Avrrzat—Sray or Proceepincs—Arrptica- 


TIon TO Court or APPEAL IN First Instance—ReEsiGNaTION OF JUDGE 
BY wHoM OapeR APPEALED From was Mave. 


In this case a question arose as to the mode of making an application 
for a stay of the proceedings under an order, pending anappeal, in the 
case of the resignation of the judge by whom the order appealed from had 
been ‘made. Rule 16 of order 58 provides that ‘‘an appeal shall not 
operate as a stay of execution or of proceedings under the decision 





£500, and interest thereon at the rate of 60 per cent. The defendant 


appealed from, except so far as the court appealed from, or any judge 


agreed “‘ that he would duly pay to the claimant the principal sum afore- | thereof, or the Court of Appeal, may order.” And by rule 17: ‘* Where- 
said, together with the interest then due, by twelve equal monthly pay- cae under these rules an application may be made either to the court 


ments of £41 13s. 4d. on the 2ist day of August now next, and 
£41 13s. 4d. on the 21st day of each and every succeeding month until 
the whole of the said sum and interest shall be fully paid, and in default | 
of payment of any instalment, then that he, the mortgagor, will pay in- | 
terest thereon, at the rate aforesaid, from the date when such instalments 
shall become due until full payment thereof.”” The mortgagor further 
agreed to pay the rent, rates, and taxes of any premises whereon the 
chattels might be, and also to keep the premises insured against 

fire in the sum of £1,000, and that in default it should be lawful for the 
mortgagee to keep on foot the insurance, and to charge the costs, with in- 
terest at the rate of 20 per cent. per annum tothe mortgagor, and that 
the same should be considered as included in the security. The bill of sale 
further gave the mortgagee a power to pay all rent, rates, and taxes, &c., 
might become due and payable in respect of the premises, and 
that all such payments made by the mortgagee, with interest at 
the rate of 20 per cent., should be a charge upon the assigned chattels, 
which should not be redeemed until full payment of all such moneys and 
interest. The Queen’s Bench Division (34 W. R. 460) held that this bill 
of sale was bad. On appeal the court reversed that decision. Fay, L.J., 
im reading the considered judgment of himself, Lord Esuer, M.R., and 
Bowes, L.J., said that the word “‘instalmeat”’ referred only to the 
twelfth part of the principal sum and not to any interest. The stipula- 
for interest to be paid up till the actual time of payment was 


Ht 


F 


necessary to give the iender his right to 60 per cent. between the day 
fixed for payment and the actual time of payment; for otherwise, after 
» a jury would have been justified in giving only 4 or 5 per cent. 

The words in the form given in the schedule to the Act of 1882 with 
regard to ag by equal instalments war to be read to mean that 
bord vend pay the principal sum by equal payments on the stipu- 
with the interest due at the respective times of pay- 

the instalments of the principal. With regard to the pro- 
visions as to payment of insurance premiums, rent, rates, taxes, &c., 
his said that the court was of opinion that the case was practically 
Ez parte Stanford (34 W. R 507) and that it was competent 
to a lender to have such provisions inserted for the maintenance of the 
granted by a bill of sale.—Covunser, Cooper Wiilis, Q.C., and 
Ringwood ; Lionel Hart. Sorsctrons, Joseph Davis ; Edward Lee. 
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WILLIAMS c. THE PEEL RIVER LAND AND MINERAL CO.— 
C. A. No. 2, 12th November. 


Action to xecoven Srocx—Isscscrion To nestnarms Sate—Scupsequvent 
FALL 1x Paice—Damaces. 


The question in this case was as to the plaintiff*’ right to damages in 
consequence of a fall in the value of certain stock during the exist- 
ence of an injunction which they had obtained to restrain some of 
the defendants from selling it. In September, 1552, the plaintiffs sent to 
T. & Co., brokers, « ne £15,000 stock ._¥ ae 
Saw. to sé same as opportunity shou er. 
T. & Co. sold £1,000 of the stock, and duly accounted for the proceeds, 
and in October a new certificate for the remaining £14,000 stock was 
ne the ha eng ng se 5 & Co. This certificate was not 
negotiable, but in May, 1982, it was deposited by T. & Co. with a bank to 


below, or to the Court of Appeal, or toa judge of the court below or of 
the Court of Appeal, it shall be made in the first instance to 
the court or judge below.’”’ In the present case the application was 
for a stay, pending an appeal, of the proceedings under an order 
which had been made by Bacon, V.C., on the 8th of November. 
On the 10th of November Bacon, V.C., resigned his office. On the 
11th of November notice was served of the present application to the Court 
of Appeal. On the opening of the application the gonlinnasy objection 
was raised, that no application for a stay of proceedings had been made 
to the court below in accordance with rule 17. Tue Covrr (Corron, L J., 
and Hannen, P.) overruled the objection. Corron, L.J., said that, under 
the peculiar circumstances of the case, the objection ought not to be 
allowed. Kay, J., to whom the business of Bacon, V.C., had been trans- 
ferred, would know no more of the case than the Court of Appeal did.— 
Counset, Marten, Q.C., and G@. Henderson; Millar, Q.C., and Oswald. 
Soricrrors, Richard Furber ; Joel Emanuel, § Co. 





te HASTINGS, HALLET +. HASTINGS—Kay, J., 10th November. 
Seranate Esrare—Sratvure or Limitations. 


This case raised the question whether the Statute of Limitations is or 
is not capable of being a defence to an against a married woman by 
a creditor on a simple contract debt seeking to obtain execution against 
her separate estate, On April 1, 1865, Mr. Heane married Lady Hastings, 
who was entitled to separate estate. In 1875 he paid to her the sum of 
£400. She died in 1884, und Mr. Heane carried in a claim against the 
separate estate of Lady Hastings in respect of the £400 on the footing of 
its having been advanced as a loan, chief clerk disallowed the claim 
and the point now came before the court — an adjourned summons seek- 
ing to vary the chief clerk’s certificate. It was denied on the part of the 
estate that the payment was a loan, but if it were then the Statute of 
Limitations was relied upon on the ground that this was, if anything, a 
simple contract debt, there having been no i or acknowlegement 
in respeet of the debt by Lady Hastings. ere was separate estate 
available for execution. Kay, J., said he would not enter into the ques- 
tion of whether the payment was a loan or not, but would assume against 
the estate, for the purpose of his decision, that it wasaloan. It had not 
been proved that Lady Hastings, during her life, had made po ap ye 
or given any acknowledgment by which the debt would be out of 
the Statute of Limitations; and if the debt was regarded as one upon 
simple contract, six years having elapsed since it was entered into, the 
Statute of Limitations would apply in an ordinary case. What was there, 
here, then, to exclude the operation of the equitable analogy to the 
Statute of Limitations? This was but an action upon the debt of a married 
woman seeking to obtain execution against her separate estate ; there was 
nolien or charge upon the separate estate, and the doctrine that a married 
woman’s contract of debt as an appointment of her separate 
estate had been settled not to effect a lien or charge upon her property, 
but merely to admit of execution had against it. Upon principle, 
then, the monstrous result that a creditor could get execution a 





secure certain advances to them, and the bank claimed to hold the certificate 


simple contract debt of a married woman any number of years after it was 
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contracted, without any payment or acknowledgment having been made in 
the meantime by her, did not obtain. Upon principle, he was of opinion 
that the Statute of Limitations applied to the present case. Secondly, 
upon authority, the claim was supported u the case of Norton v. 
Turvill (2 P. Wms. 144) ; but, in his opinion, explanations of that case 
by later authorities did not warrant its application to prevent the bar of 
the Statute of Limitations in the present case.—CovunssE., Fischer, Q.C., 
and J. G. Wool; Hastings, Q.C., and P, Beale; Colt, Soricrrons, Flower 
$ Nussey ; Stephens § Couldwell; Torr. 


HOLT & CO. v. BEAGLE AND OTHERS—Kay, J., 11th November. 


Morrcace—ForecLtostrE—Pvstric-Housk — Receipt or Rents anp PrRo- 
CEEDS OF Business BETWEEN Date or OgrtiricaTzs AND Day FIxep ror 
REDEMPTION, 


This was a motion for foreclosure absolute of a mortgage of the lease, 
fixtures, fittings, and goodwill of the business of a public-house. The ques- 
tion was what order should be made, having regard to the fact that the 
receiver and manager appointed in the action, and continued by the judg- 
ment, had received moneys between the date of the chief clerk’s certificate 
and the day fixed for redemption, and to the decision in Jenner-Fust v. 
Needham (34 W. R. 709, 32 Ch. D. 582), that the receipt of moneys by the 
receiver between the chief clerk’s certificate and the day for redemption 
operated to open the foreclosure and to render it necessary to fix a new 
dateforredemption. Thedefendants had not appeared throughout theaction, 
but had been served with notice of the present application. It was con- 
tended, on behalf of the plaintiffs, that, as the subject-matter of the mort- 
gage was the business of a public-house, of which the receipts varied in 
amount and were taken de die in diem, it would be very inconvenient if pre- 
cisel y the same order should be made as was made in the case of Jenner-Fust v. 

Yeedham. Kay, J., directed that the receiver should forthwith pass his final 
account and be discharged. The balance (if any) on the receiver's account 
should tegue into court, with liberty for any of the jes to apply as 
to such balance and as to the costs of the present application.—Counse1, 
Ratcliffe. Soxicrrors, T. W. Ratcliffe §¢ Son. 


Ex parte THE MAYOR AND CORPORATION OF LONDON, Re ZION 
COLLEGE—Kay, J., 11th November. 


Inter InvestMENT or PuRcHAsE-MONEY—Costs—Lanps Cxavses Con- 
SOLIDATION Act, 1845, ss. 1, 80—Z1on CoiieGr Act, 1884. 


This was a motion to discharge an order made ix chambers, and the 
object of the application was to enable the matter to be taken to the 
Court of Appeal. The question was whether the court could order the 
President and Fellows of Zion College to pay the costs of the interim 
investment of the purchase-money pes by them to the Corporation for 
certain land on the ThamesEmbankment. The facts, so far as material, 
were as follows:—In the reign of King Charles I., the Rev. Thomas 
White bequeathed a sum of money for the re of founding a college 
and library for the benefit of the clergy of the City of London, and an 
almshouse for ten poor men and ten poor women. Zion Coll was 
accordingly incorporated by charters of King Charles I. and King Charles 
II., and various powers, eee Fs acngye to acquire and manage land, 
were given to the President and ows. These powers were extended 
by an Act of Parliament passed in 1875. By a further Act, the Zion 
College Act, 1884, the President and Fellows were authorized to purchase 
from the Corporation of London land on the Thames Embankment, for the 
purpose of providing a site for a new college and library. By section 4uf 
the last-mentioned Act it was provided that ‘‘all purchase-money to be 

id by the President and Fellows of Zion for the said piece of 

d should be paid into the Bank of England in the same manner and to 
the same account as if the same were’ paid in under the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, and other Acts amending the same, and should 
be dealt with accordingly,’’ but the Lands Clauses Act was not otherwise 
incorporated with it. The apm ay tony 9 paid into the bank under 
section 4, and an application made for the interim investment of it. Kay, 
J., said that he was very glad to have an opportanity of the rea- 
sons by which he had been guided in making the order in chambers. The 
object of the Lands Clauses Act, 1844, was to enable certain provisions 
usually inserted in railway, land, and other similar Acts, to be introduced 
in future Acts ina simple and short manner. It wasnot, however, so far 
as he was aware, usual to introduce such clauses into all Acts rela to 
private charities. Zion College was not an undertaking or work of a public 
nature within section 1 of the Lands Olauses Act, and that Act 


therefore, be held to be incorporated with the Zion Act, 1884, 
unless the latter Act contained express words to that That was 
not so. It was then agued that section 4 of the Zion Act, 1884, 
incorporated the Lands Clauses Act sufficiently to make 80 apply 


to the present case. Section 80, however, it gave the court 
certain powers to order the payment of costs, not deal with the 
purchase-money. Itcould not, therefore, be said to be incorporated by 
section 4 of the Zion College Act, 1884. For these reasons he could not 
hold that the court had the jurisdiction contended for by the Corporation. 
—Counset, Baker; Rawlins. Sorscrrons, The City Solicitor; Clarke, 
Rawlins, ¢ Co. 


HANLEY AND ANOTHER +». MALLETT—Chitty, J., 12th November. 
INJUNCTION TO RBSTRAIN PROCERDINGS ON AWARD oF Coats UNDER Rerort 
or Sstzcr OCommirran or ‘Hover or Commons—Jurtspicrion—28 & 29 
Vier. c. 27, a8, 2, 3, 5~—Juprcarvns Act, 1873, 8. 26, sup-srerton 8. 
In this case it appeared that the defendant was the promoter of a bill 
for the dissolution of the company and the abandonment, of its under- 





taking, and the plaintiffs were directors of the company. A petition by 
the enn was presented in pre pen ep ae ane The 
Select Committee of the House of Commons in favour of the 
abandonment, and also stated in their they were of opinion 
that the defendant had been vexatiously su to expense in the pro- 
motion of the abandonment bill by the opposition of Hanley and Fisher 
(the present plaintiffs) directors of the company, petitioners against the i, 
and that tt (the defendant) was enti! to recover from Han) 


Fisher the proportion of his costs in relation to the abandonment bill. By 
A Raicagecinl ed, siemens an 
may award costs against petitioners vexatiously opposing BEC 
tion 3) provision is made for the taxation of such and that th 
certificate of the taxing master of the House shall be ve evidence 
of the amount of the and, and of the title of the party therein named 
to recover; and (section 5) that the person entitled to the taxed coste may 
of indebtednees’ together with the certitate, shall be at liberty to sign 
of indebtedness, to; er wi e 
judgment and issue execution, and that the pr prog Bm 
8 not be called in question in any court. taxing master had 
issued his cebioate awarding the defendant some £2 costs as aginst the 


S 


F 
: 
3 


ers, and directing them to 
pe, cate, wee ea , founded on it use- 
essly vexatious. The plaintiffs moved for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from taking any further on the certificate or on 
foe capenh at De Se ae cqpon pte te wre House of 
mmons » whether rightly or wrongly, e plaintiffs 
were petitioners. The court was unable to control Ts decieton More- 
over, the Act of Parliament said that the certificate of the taxing master 
was to be conclusive evidence, and not to be questioned in court. The 
laintiffs were proceeding in the Parliament. 
urther, the Appeal Court had held, in North London pane Co. v. Great 
Northern Railway Co. (31 W. R. 490, 11 Q. 
Biackwall Rail Co. v. Cross (34 W. R. 201, 31 Ch. D. 354), that there 
was no j on under tho Juiicatane Act, 1678, s. 95, empcomiet's, 


had signed jud costs, then would have been the 
time for the plaintiffs to have brought forward their claim as to the 
ficate’s in ty.—Counset, Romer, Q.0., and Henry Kisch ; H. B. Buckley. 
Sourcrrors, Whitfield; Torr ¢ Co. 


TAPSOOTT +. TAPSCOTT—Chitty, J., 13th November. 


Payment out or Court—Bernericrary Asroap—Powszr or ArroRNEY—= 
Proor. 


In this case, being a petition for t out of court, it that 
one of the persons entitled to a share in the fund, who 

Australia, had executed a power of , sealed with the seal of a 
notary public in Western Australia, An 
petitioners, who was a brother the 
signature. Currry, J., said that the court would take of 
the seal of the notary public, and that the affidavit was sufficient proof of 
signature of the power of attorney.—Counsai, Hadley. 


Re GREAT WESTERN STEAMSHIP OO, (LIM.)—North, J., 13th 
November. 


Company—Repverton or Carrrat—S#args UNEQUALLY Paw vr—Unsraw 


: 
i 
Fi 
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This was a petition for the confirmation by the meget. ory 
tions which had been passed for the reduction of the 
pany. The nominal capital was £1,000,000, in 20,000 


Be 
gh 


articles of association Debts ey Se eetigttemnntn he 
preference shares. Only 6,044 shares had been issued—1,359 of them as 
Gaciinsnce chesteronk She semerene Slee oe een All the 
ce shares, and 4 360 of the ordinary shares, been paid up ia 
. On the remaining 325 ordinary shares only £38 per share had been 
called and that sum had been paid on all of these shares except 37, 
on Ww: eT ee ne ee ee share not 
having been paid on them. A cancenh of cngtt hall horn 
lost, and the resolutions pay pe ete pn et one | 
should be reduced to 000, in 8,000 preference shares of £15, 
12,000 eee Oe ee ee eee 
being cancelled to the extent of £35 on of the 1,359 preference 
shares, and to the extent of £38 on each of the ordinary shares. It was 
eee seal ae ae 
of ordinary shares (specified by their was to be 
deemed to have been paid up, all of the other issued shares deeme i 


freon pat ener ns 0 
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possible to recover any part of the £8 call, and this being so, Norru, J., 

in the resolutions, as no harm could be done to 

the creditors. But the order would be without prejudice to any claim 

pred the holders of the 37 shares.—Counset, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and 
istopher James. Soxictrons, Saunders, Hawksford, Bennett, & Co. 


GUILBERT-MARTIN v. KERR & JUBB—Kekewich, J., 16th 


November. 
Patent—BenerictaL User—Pator Prustication. 


The plaintiff, a French subject, took out a patent, No. 4,960, on the 17th 
of Octeber, 1883, for an improvement in water gauge glasses for steam 
boilers; the improvement being the addition, at the back of the tube, of a 
white enamel band with a pink stripe down it. By this means the 
height of the water in the tube could be more easily seen. It appeared 
that in or about the year 1877 the superintendent of the engines of 
Messrs. Crossley & Co., at Halifax, being dissatisfied with the ordinary 
clear glass tubes, ordered from a glass tube manufacturer at Birmingham 
a number of gauges with different coloured stripes at the back, and 
amongst others some with a white enamel band with a red stripe down the 
centre. A number of these coloured tubes, together with some clear glats 
ones, were sent to him through a firm of Kerr & Jubb, who usually 
supplied gauge tubes. Crossley & Sons and their superintendent had a 
—_— No. 4,111, dated the 1st of December, 1874, for coloured glass tubes. 

© separate invoice was made for the different colours, Messrs. Crossley 
had some of the red striped tubes fixed to their boilers, where several re- 
mained for about two years; but as they did not prove satisfactory to 
their — superintendent, he gave orders for the discontinuance of their 
use, no more were put on the boilers. The plaintiff had begun to 
sell on a large scale glasses manufactured by him, whereupon Kerr & Jubb 

to sell similar glasses manufactured at Birmingham to their 

4 is was an action to restrain them from doing so. Kexewicu, J., 
in giving judgment, said it seemed unnecessary to decide upon the utility of 
the invention, the question was simply whether there had been anticipa- 
There was no doubt 31. Martin did not know of any anticipation 
when he took out his patent. [After stating the above facts his lordship 
continued :—] The glasses sent to Crossley were used as long as they could 
be in a most public manner on their engines, and were used by them in 
their business and not as an e iment. No doubt they were not satis- 
fied the glasses, but still that did not make the user any less a 
beneficial one while it lasted. He came to the conclusion accordingly 
had been anticipation and prior publication, and, therefore, 

the y tt would be for the defendant with costs.—CounseL, Aston, 
Q.C., Gazdar, and Pollard; Moulton, Q.C., and R. W. Wallace. Sortci- 
tors, Gresham § Davies ; Burn & Berridge for R. M. ¢ J. M. Kerr, Halifax. 
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SCOTT (otherwise SEBRIGHT) v. SEBRIGHT—Prob. Div., 
16th November. 

Neuurry or Marziace—Contrractr—Consent—Fravo—Dvress. 
Judgment was given in this suit, which had been tried before Butt, J., 
without a jury. The petitioner sued for a declaration that the marriage 
solemnized between herself and the respondent at the Registrar's Office 
for the parish of St. George’s, Hanover-equare, on the 30th of January, 
1886, was null and void, on the ground that her consent to the — 

that 


had been obtained by means of fraud and duress, and she alleged 
marriage had never consummated. The respondent, by his answer, 
denied the in the petition, and in a counter-claim he alleged 


that the marriage was valid, and he prayed for a decree for restitution of 
—s rights. The petitioner and the respondent had been acquainted 
one another for several years, and in March, 1885, the petitioner, 
who had recently, on coming of age, become entitled to a sum of £26,000 
the will of her father, was induced by the respondent to 
sign a bill of exchange for £500 for his accommodation, the transaction 
not known to her mother or to any of her friends. An engagement 
¢ had previously been entered into by them, but had been 
The respondent afterwards induced her to put her name to 
other bills, and at the end of the year 1885 she had, in this manner, 
liabilities to an amount exceeding £3,000, and was threatened 

with and other proceedings by the holders of the bills. 
There was and other evidence to the effect that the anxiety and 
distress caused by the liabilities thus incurred bad reduced the petitioner 


i 


He 


| 
I 
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and void. It was also urged that the unwillingness of the ecclesiastical 
courts to set aside » marriage was founded arcopocielly if considerations, 
which were inapplicable to a civil marriage, if it had not been 
consummated; and they referred to Turner v. Meyers (1 Hagg. Cons, 
414), Harford v. Morris (2 Hagg. Cons. 423), Portsmouth v. Portsmouth (1 
Hagg. Ecc. 355), Wilkinson v. Wilkinson (4 Notes of Oases, 297), Field's 
Marriage Bill (2 H. L. Cas. 48), Harrod v. Harrod (1K. & J.4,2 W. R. 612), 
and Hancock v. Peaty (15 W. R. 719, L.R. 1 P. & D. 335). Burr, J.,in giving 
judgment, observed that the validity of a contractof marriage must be tested 
and determined in precisely the same manner as that of any other con- 
tract, and would not be binding if the consent of either party had been 
obtained by fraud or duress. Nodoubt public policy required that mar- 
riages should not be lightly set aside, and great care and circumspection 
must be exercised in a case like the present; but these considerations 
could not alter the grounds npon which a marriage contract could be 
avoided. It was not necessary, in order to avoid a contract entered into 
through fear, that the fear should be so ery as would compel a person 
of ordinary courage and resolution to yield to it; but if through fear, 
whether reasonably entertained or not, a party to a contract is in a state 
of mental incompetence to resist pressure improperly brought to bear, 
there is no more consent than there would be in the case of a person of 
stronger intellect and courage yielding to a more serious danger. In the 
present case the petitioner’s pecuniary liability on the bills, and the 
threats of the holders of them, had reduced her to such a state of bodily 
and mental prostration as to render her unable to resist constraint and 
pressure exercised by other parties for their own ends. The contents of 
many of her letters were inexplicable, except on the ground that her 
pres | was enfeebled by disease. Then there was clear evidence that, 
being ignorant of the nature and effect of bankruptcy proceedings, she 
was induced to believe that her marriage to the respondent would relieve 
her from liability or facilitate a settlement of the actions. After going 
through the evidence of what took place at the registrar's office, he 
pointed out that none of the material allegations had been contradicted 
by the respondent, and that there appeared to be no evidence of col- 
lusion. He was satisfied that the plaintiff would never have married the 
respondent of her own free will, that she was incapable of offeriug re- 
sistance to threats and coercion, and that she had never given such a con- 
sent as the law required in order to render a marriage valid. He there- 
fore pronounced a decree declaring the marriage to be null and void, 
dismissed the counter-claim, and pm. How the respondent to pay the costs 
of the suit.—Counsg, Sir R. Webster, A.G., Dr. Tristram, Q.0., Pollard, 
and Statham; Sir E. Clarke, 8.G., Inderwick, Q.0., Searle, and Innes, 
Souicrrors, Tidy § Tidy; T. D. Dutton. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES, 


Re PAYNE, Fr parte CASTLE MAIL PACKETS CO.—G, A. No. Fe 
12th November. 


Bankrvurtcy—Orper or Discharce—Discretion or RecistRaR—APPEAL 
—Locvs Stanp1 tro Appzat—Crepiror—.Costs—Bankrurrcy Act, 1883, 
ss. 28, 104. 

This was an appeal by some creditors of a bankrupt against an order 
suspending the bankrupt’s discharge for twelve months, on the ground 
that the sentence was too lenient. The bankrupt had acted as a ship- 
broker to the appellants, and they as ee his application for a discharge 
on the ground that he had been guilty of a fraudulent breach of trust 
towards them in not paying over moneys which he had received for 
them, and using those moneys for his own purposes, and in furnishing 
them with misleading accounts. The official receiver had reported that 
the bankrupt had been eee two offences under section 28 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1843, in continuing to trade after knowing himself to be 
insolvent, and in omitting to wry ge books in his business, The 
registrar held that the bankrupt 


for twelve months. Tue Covrr or Arrgat (Lord Esner, M.R., and 
Linp.iey and Lores, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and held that the order 
of discharge ought to have been entirely refused. On behalf of the 
bankrupt it was urged that a creditor had no locus standi to appeal from 
such an order; that he was not a ‘‘ person aggrieved’ by it within the 
meaning of section 104 ; that there could not be an ap for the purpose 
of increasing a quasi-criminal sentence; and that, the registrar having 
exercised his discretion under section 28, the Court of — would not 


readily interfere. Lord Esuzn, M.R., said that it not be 

that the had a discretion in dealing with such an application, 
and if the of Appeal had taken the same view of the facts, and the 
apped kek hems only Suse, the-entiiaw a0 Ge aattesy’ > Cotes 
would have been very difficult (though not oe ) tor this court to 
differ from éctkien. But it would req a very strong case to 
induce this court to differ. But, if the court was of opinion that the 
registrar’s conclusion on the facts as to the bankrupt’s conduct, 


of facts. Under such circumstances the Court of Ap would not pox 
any attention to the amount of the sentence, w the registrar 

thought a one. In t case it was the duty of the bank- 
ht for his employers, and when he had 


it it was his duty to pay over what he had received to his prin- 

cipals, subject to an uction which he might be entitled to make, He 
over the very cheques or cash which he had 

received, nor to pay them over from day to day. But he was bound 


committed a breach of trust, but. 
that there had been no fraud, and he suspended the order of discharge - 
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to account, either at the times actually agreed u or at the times fixed 
by the custom of trade, or within a reasonable and he was bound 
rabed wg rly gg ocr peak geben Bu bn the principals into 
supposing that he had not recei moneys which he had, in fact, 
received. If, having received money which he ought to have accounted 
for to his principals, he used it for his own purposes, and gave them mis- 
leading accounts to conceal what he had done, he was ty of a gross 
fraud. On the evidence his lordship was of opinion that the t bank- 
rupt had acted in this way, and, whether what he had done was an in- 
dictable offence or not, it was a gross fraud. It might not, in the strict 
sense of the words, amount to a fraudulent breach of trust, but anythi 
more fraudulent in business could not be conceived. Looking at this ro. | 
the other offences of the bankrupt under section 28, the proper course 
was absolutely to refuse the bankrupt his discharge. Livvtey, L.J., 
could not understand how it could be said that an unpaid creditor could 
not be aggrieved by the granting of an order of discharge to a bankrupt 
The effect of the order would be to preclude him from all remedy ust 
the bankrupt and to affect his right to payment out of the estate. He 
was clearly a ‘“‘ person aggrieved.”” On the substance of the case his 
lordship entirely agreed with the Master of the Rolls. Lorzs, L.J., 
concurred. 

The question was then raised whether the bankrupt should be 
ordered to pay the costs of the appeal, ani it wis urged that it would 
be contrary to the practice to order an undisch bankrupt to pay 
costs, he having no estate. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the court 
jurisdiction to make such an order, and they thought it right to do so in 
the present case.—Oounsrt, Winslow, Q.C., and Herbert Reed ; Cooper 
he Q.C. Soxrcrrors, Parker, Garrett, ¢ Parker; Redpath § Holds- 
worth, 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS, 
IN THE MATTER OF A SOLICITOR—Q. B. Div., 11th November. 


Counsel, who appeared for the Incorporated Law Society in this case, 
said that the solicitor in question had acted for very many years for the 
trustees of the marriage settlement of Mr. and Mrs. D. Mrs. D. 
died in 1862, and since then her husband had received the dividends 
on a sum of £1,340 in Consols from the solicitor, but the latter had 
received and never paid over the dividends due in July, 1885, and January 
of the present year. One of the trustees under the marriage settlement 
had died, and the surviving trustee had resigned last P ey In the 
autumn of 1885 the solicitor had given notice to Mr. D. he should 
no longer act under a power of attorney which the trustees had given 
him to receive the dividends on this sum in Consols; but it appe that 
in January last he Lad obtained agen of the dividend then due and 
that of the prime half-year. The matter having been placed in the 
hands of the Incorporated Law Society last April, the solicitor, who 
had been instructed by Mr. D. to apply to the court for the nt- 
ment of new trustees, had expressed willingness to pay over the two 
dividends to Mr. D. if it was thought that he ought to do so. The secre- 
tary of the on had expressed an opinion that he ought to hand cver 
the moneys, but 
the time of his having offered to part with the moneys he had not been 
able to look at his papers, from which it appeared that a larger sum was 
due to him for moneys advanced to Mr. D. than the amount of the 
dividends, and also for bills of costs. The solicitor, in his affidavit, had 
further stated that he was possessed of landed pro’ of the value of 
£50,000. There was no desire on the part of the Incorporated Law 
Society to inculpate the solicitor, but they had thought the case, as 
brought before them when there had been no suggestion of any money 
having been due from Mr. D. to the solicitor, was one which ought to 
be brought before the court. It would probably be best that there should 
be an inquiry into the true facts of the case before a master. The court 
having intimated that there was no case for such inquiry, counsel briefly 
addressed the court on behalf of the rolicitor, and Lord ere Se > 
in giving judgment, said that the application must be dismissed. ore 
such a charge was made against a solicitor, on whom it might inflict very 
severe injury, due investigation into the facts ought to be made. The 
Law Society had made a mistake in not oy By ery to the solicitor of 
their intention to make this application, and he had made a mistake in 
not informing them of the claim he had against Canon Drake, who had 
clearly, at times, received moneys from him before he himself 
received the dividends. Manisry, J., in —. said that the legal 
aoe was under a deep debt of gratitude to the Incorporated Law 

ety for the work which it had done in purifying the roll of solicitors. 
There had, in the present case, no doubt been on anxious desire on the 
part of the society to do ite duty, but it had unfortunately failed to take 
one important in the matter. Application dismissed without costs.— 
Counsat, F. W. Hollams ; Wilkinson.—Times. 


GALE +. KITE—Q. B. Div., Stephen, J., 6th November. 
Dury or Parttamentary Acsnt, 


This was an action by a Parliamentary agent against a solicitor to 
recover £47 10s., the amount of his bill of costs for services in connection 
with an application for the Lyndhurst Gas and Water Provisional Order, 
1885. The defence was that the plaintiff had neglected to 

defendant (who was acting as solicitor for the promoters of the order), 
notice of the necessity for the publication of the draft order by advertise- 
ment before the 25th of April, in accordance with the provisions of the Gas 
and Water Facilities Act, 1870. In uence of the order 


not 80 
advertised it was unable to be introduced in due course into the Board of 


e had, in fact, retained them. His excuse was that at | i 





y 
tising by the 25th phe ay Mr. Lobb denied this interview, but 
Gale and his clerk 
Trade Office Mr. Lobb said 
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published in the Law List yee ten his addresses and of his 
admission until 1885, when 

The plaintiff called their attention to the error, but in 
they repeated it in 1886. The plaintiff could prove that he 
damage from the mistake—among other things the loss of two chancery 


actions. [Srsrusn, J.:—I don’t see that the defendants were under 
duty to give his admission The Lew List ia only a directory.) 
The Lew List is an official It is by your lordships as 


evidence. [Srzrusn, J.:—Is there any Act 
It is made evidence 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 

THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF LIVERPOOL, 
ma annual general meeting of this society was held on the 
woe report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts having been 

as 


the trial of witness causes In was annulled, a 
wa edie beoth, uhish ieohes aneinet een the members. The 
effect of this new rule is that, if, on the lst of June and let of December 
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inquire into the subject f grossa in the Chancery Division was issued 
a tew months since, and well repay perusal. That committee, which 
was presided over by the Master of the Rolls (Lord Esher), heard 
witneesee from Manchester and Liverpool, and the society is indebted to 
Mr. Isham Gill for the very able manner in which, as the witness from 
Liverpool, he brought before the committee the present inadequate 
a of the district registrars in this division. You will be pleased to 
now that the committee recommend that in Liverpool and Manchester 
the district registrars should, in causes and matters proceeding in the 
district registry, exercise the jurisdiction (as pro to be regulated) 
and Pg all the duties of a chief clerk ; and that, in actions pending 
in the district registry, the registrar should act as taxing master. 
Unfortunately, reforms of this nature come but slowly. Seeing that our 
efforts have so far obtained only the small concession of the new rule, 
and as the condition of eg affairs has prevented Mr. Whitley 
pressing forward the Bill during the last two Sessions of Parliament, it 
thay be wise to consider whether, before it is again introduced, it should 
not be reconstructed in such a manner that, while securing by the Bill 
the facilities and privileges at present enjoyed in the Chancery of the 
County Palatine, the consolidation of that court with the High Court 
form part of the scheme, as recommended by the Judicature 
Commission in their second report ten years ago, or in the alteraative 
that an extended and common law jurisdiction should be conferred on the 
Duchy Court. It cannot be too widely known that there are accumula- 
tions from suitors’ fees in the Duchy Court of over £110,000, which can 
(may I eee) be made available for the purposes of the main objects 
of the B 

Before leaving this subject I desire to refer to the great hardship, 
inconvenience, and loss caused to suitors by the masters in London (whose 
decisions are upheld by the judges) refusing to sanction the delivery of 
pleadings during the Long—the far too long—Vacation. Consider for 
one moment the effect of this refusal. The arrangement for the trial of 
civil causes at the assizes held in Manchester and Liverpool, beginning at 
the end of October, is supposed to be a special concession to meet the 
demand of these districts for the disposal of actions arising after, or 
which were not ripe for trial at, the Summer Assizes. Now observe how 
beautifully that which is granted by one hand is practically withdrawn by 
the other. An action is commenced, say on the 12th of August and the 

ce is entered in London. A defendant wishing to gain time, 
having the option, will enter it there rather than in the district 
registry, where he knows that an order to proceed would be made as a 
matter of course. The district registry here is not only open for the 
whole of every day of the Long Vacation, but there is one registrar 
always in attendance. The result of the masters’ and judges’ Poe for 
the strict observance of the rest the vacation affords is that under the 
rule they will not permit any pleadings to be delivered until the 24th of 
October, the end of the vacation. It is then absolutely impossible to try 
the at the assizes in October or beginning of November, and it 
goes over until February, or six months after the action has been com- 
menced, to the prejudice and injury of the plaintiff, whose only chance 
of recovering his demand is probably by an early trial. In the mean- 
rather than wait this long period, he is glad to compromise his 
even at a sacrifice, or he refers it to arbitration. And yet some of 
the judges say, “‘ Look at the cause list, and you get an answer to the 
demand for provincial sittings.” 

It is to be lamented that political controversies have, amongst other 
things, prevented i urgent measures, such as the Bill relating 
to trustees form introduced by Mr. Ince and backed by Mr. Whitley, 
from being dealt with. I refer ly to that part by which it is 
hee nears trustees to advance up to two-thirds of the value 
of property. You are now, no doubt, all acquainted with the absurd 

that trustees may not advance more than two-thirds of the value of 
lands or more than half the value of buildings. We have been told, in 
recent cases, that this rule is an old one, but, if so, it has been more 
honoured in the breach than in the observance. The great depreciation 
which has taken place in the value of house property has caused con- 
siderable losses upon mortgage investments, and unfortunate trustees, 
acted as they believed prudently, and as they would have done 
for themselves, have been made, somewhat harshly, to recoup the loss 
sustained to the trust estate. Until the recent cases were decided, in 
which the rule was ss laid down, it was, I believe, almost the 
vance up to two-thirds of the value of house 
property. Had it been otherwise very little trust money would have been 
advanced on mortgage. The last case, Re Olire, Olive v. Westerman, 
this subject, seems to have been a rly hard one on 
unfortunate trustees. There the trustees did not obtain a formal 
valuation of the a oe is to say, a certificate that it was worth 
so much and then it into one-half or two-thirds, and lend 
that they consulted a surveyor and valuer of stand- 
fing im the district in which 2S Ss who advised 
that it safe to lend £, upon it, The 
however, wanted £53,200. The oe again consul and 


i 


be then wrote that he had no in assuring the trustees 
that they would be safe in lending this amount. The money was 
= bm The So jemand ieatek tee taht tae, 
security. in udgment against the trustees ° 
Sopa ‘db tes ens any ecerbet dealing a 
Se btm deem he had no reason to doubt that the trustees 
what they thought was the best thing to be done with reference to the 
property of the testator, but added “surely trustees should tell their 
valuers that they are trust-money, and that they do not desire to 


lend more than one-half the sctual value of the : They should 
udge whether they 


Be 





justified in lending the amount they propose to lend” ; aud then said that 
although the trustees did take the — of the valuer they ought not to 
have been satisfied with them, but ought to have looked into the matter 
with more care. In Godfrey v. Faulkner (23 Oh. D. 483) Bacon, Y.C., 
said:—‘‘The test of liability always is whether or not the trustees 
have acted as prudent men would have acted in dealing with their own 

<a It cannot, I think, be doubted that the trustees in Re Olive 
belie they were acting as prudent men in doing what they did, and that 
had they been lending their own moneys they would not have acted 
differently or Pane g one penny less than they did as trustees. Iam 
afraid there are many trustees who had made advances upon house pro- 
perty in contravention to this rule, and in most cases have acted upon the 
adviceof their solicitors. What I desire to point out is that the rule or 
dictum having been so enunciated, and so strictly enforced, it behoves 
every solicitor to act and to advise trustees to act strictly in accordance 


with it. 
I should be taking up too much of your valuable time if I entered into 
a full explanation of the important case of Re Pope (34 W. R. 693). But 
it is one that illustrates the pitfalls which surround us in the practice of 
our profession. It is hardly credible that it should be so ; but according 
to this decision, which is one of the Court of Appeal, a purchaser may 
complete his purchase only to find that there is a judgment creditor, who, 
under an order appointing a receiver, the existence of which there is no 
means of finding out, is entitled to step in and have his judgment debt 
satisfied to the prejudice of the purchaser. There could not be a stronger 
case to illustrate the absolute necessity of immediate legis!ation to remedy 
such a defect as is there shewn to exist in the law relative to the registra- 
tion of judgments, executions, &c. As stated in the report, the 
Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom have taken up the 
matter with a view to a remedy being provided. 

With regard to the practice in the county courts the new orders and 
rules which came into operation in Apri) last did not, I regret to say, make 
any provision for the much needed reduction in the court fees. These 
fees are exorbitant, and from my experience I know they are often 
absolutely prohibitory to parties taking proceedings in these courts. 
There is one new rule, ord. 5, r. 9, relating to obtaining leave to sue 
out of the jurisdiction, which causes much unnecessary trouble and 
annoyance to suitors, as well as taking up much valuable time of the 
officials. I trust that in the interests of suitors the committee may be 
successful in getting this rule abrogated. 

I take this opportunity of mentioning that, as your president, I was 
honoured for the first time with an invitation to dine with the treasurer 
and benchers of the Middle Temple. In proposing the toast of the visitors, 
the treasurer referred in flattering terms to the good work which this 
society was doing in the North of England. When tell you that the 
treasurer was the Vice-Chancellor of the Duchy, you will appreciate all 
the more the good feeling shewn to the society. 

It was moved by the Presipent, and seconded by the V 1ce-PresipEnt 
(Mr. J. H. Kenroy), and resolved :—‘‘ That the report of the committee, 
together with the tressurer’s accounts, be approved and adopted; and 
that the same be printed and circulated.’’ 

It was moved by Mr. Gi11, seconded by Mr. Tuornety, and resolved :— 
‘* That the thanks of the meeting be given to the igen gr for his address, 
and that the same be printed as part of the report.” 

There were eleven nominations to fill the vacancies upon the committee, 
with the result that the following seven gentlemen were elected for the 
term of three years next ensuing :—Messrs. H. H. Gibbous, J. H. Kenion, 
F. D. Lowndes, C. H. Morton, W. T. Rogers, A. T. Squarey, and ©. E. 
Stevens. 

It was moved by Mr. Brrp, seconded by Mr. Sronz, and resolved :— 
“‘ That the thanks of the society be given to the president, officers, and 
members of the committee for their services during the past year.”’ 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The number of members at the present time is 286. 

Corporation Leases.—As soon as the committee became aware that the 
Corporation of Liverpool were about to make important alterations in 
their forms of lease, a request was made to the town clerk that the com- 
mittee of this might be afforded an opportunity of considering 
the nature and objects of such alterations. Through the courtesy of the 
Estates and Finance Committee of the Council, the town clerk, and the 
—— town clerk, the drafts of the proposed new forms of leases were 
submitted to this committee for their consideration. As at first drawn, 
the alterations were so drastic, and in several respects so objectionable, 
that this committee reported in the strongest terms against many of the 
clauses, and asked that the Estate and Finance Committee should receive 
a deputation to discuss the matter. This was arranged, and a large 
deputation from this committee urged their views upon the Estate and 
Finance Committee, with the result that after three separate reports and 
considerable correspondence and several subsequent interviews with the 
deputy town clerk the most objectionable clauses were withdrawn. The 
main object of the corporation in preparing a new form of lease was to 
put an end t» all claims by lessees to easements as against the corporation 
and other lessees of the corporation, but the principle was carried so far 
as to place lessees from the corporation in a worse position than free- 
holders, both as regards rights acquired under the Prescription Act _— 
to a surrender of an existing lease, and also as to righte which might be 
acquired under the Prescription Act after the ting of a lease. The 
committee admitted that it was not unreasonable that the corporation 
should protect themselves against the acquisition of easements by a lessee 
by virtue of the maxim ‘‘ that a man cannot derogate from his own grant,” 
but they insisted that a leascholder should not be placed in a worse 
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position with respect to the acquirement of easements than a freeholder, 


d pointed out that such stringent conditions as it was t to impose 
would have the inevitable effect of decreasing the value of corporation 


leaseholds. In the result the new form of corporation lease contains the 
following proviso: — ‘“‘ Provided always that nothing herein-contained 


shall operate to grant, by way of implication or otherwise, any right or 
easement not hereinbefore expressly granted or not hereafter by resolu- 
tion of the council expressly given over or in of any land retained 
by or belonging to the corporation whether now held on lease from the 
corporation or not or over any land hereafter to be acquired by the 
corporation.’’ It is, therefore, most important to note that any easement 
of whatever nature a lessee from the corporation may require, must be the 
subject of express grant, even pay = such easement be appurtenant to 
the ee under a lease which is being surrendered for the purpose of 
renewal. The corporation have also inserted a covenant to insure against 
loss by fire whether a ground-rent is reserved or not. As at first proposed, 
it was intended to require the name of the corporation to be inserted 
in the policy, but on the representations of this committee that this 
would have seriously injured the position of mortgagees, the pro was 
withdrawn, and the usual form of covenant to insure with pro as to 
production of the receipt for premiums, power for the corporation to insure 
in default of the lessee doing so, and as to rebuilding with ineurance 
moneys, if required by the corporation, was adopted. The committee 
desire it to be understood that, while they have succeeded in securing 
many important modifications in the drafts as originally drawn, they are 
not in any way responsible for them as adopted. They do not, however, 
consider them in their present form to be unreasonable. 

Judgments, —The attention of members is called to the case of Re Pope 
(34 W. R. 654, 693) which decides that the registration of an order 
appointing ® receiver confers a good title upon the judgment creditor as 
against a subsequent bond jide purchaser without notice, notwithstanding 
that there are no means of ascertaining the existence of such an order. 
The attention of the Council ot the Incorporated Law Society has been 
called to this decision, with a view to protective legislation. The subject 
was fully discussed in a paper read by Mr. Godden, of London, at the 
recent meeting of the Incorporated Law Society in York. 

Attention is also directed to the case of Newbould v. Smith (29 Ch. D. 
882, 33 Ch. D. 128), which is of practical importance to mortgagees. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR, 

The under-mentioned gentleman were on Wednesday called to the 
bar :— 

Lixcotn’s Inn.—Theodore Riversdale Walrond, B.A., Oxford ; George 
Edwin Tyrrell, University of London ; ey BN om Kent Roscoe, B.A., 
Oxford ; John Singleton Clemons, Corpus C College, Oxford ; Henry 
Chartres Biron (Lincoln’s Inn Scholarship in Common Law, 1886), B.A., 
Cambridge; Charles Frederic Deakin, B.A., Oxford; Mordaunt 
Pemberton ; and Edward Thomas Foakes. 

Inner Tempie.— Hugh Fraser, late Scholar and Law Student of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, M.A., LL.M., proxime accessit Chancellor’s Medal for 
Legal Studies, Cambridge University, 1885, holder of a studentship 
awarded Hil., 1884, and a Scholarship in Common Law awarded July, 
1886 ; Arthur Grey, Walter Jack Howell, John field Leigh, Oxford ; 
Herbert ,Heape, B.A., Cambridge: John Iltyd Dillwyn Nicholl, B.A., 
Oxford; Alfred Olarke-Will‘ams, M.A., LL.M., Cambridge; George 
Ranken Askwith, B.A., Oxford; Leonard Owen Howard Tripp, B.A., 
Cambridge ; James Rolt, B.A., Oxford; Harry Armytage, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Stephen Fairbairn, B.A., Oambridge; Roanden Albert Henry 
Bickford-Smith, M.A., Cambridge; Sidney Arthur Taylor Rowlatt, B.A., 
Cambridge ; Ernest William Pearson, B.A., Oxford ; Laseiion Leonard 
Batten, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge, Fordyce James Sheridan, Constantine 
Albert Ionides, B.A., Oxford; Felix Arthur Davis, B A., LL.B. Cam- 
bridge , Sethur Biligirirangam Ramasami Aiengar, John Paget Mellor, B.A., 
LL.B., Cambridge; Markham Richard Leeson-Marshall, B.A., Oxford ; 
Henry Hyman Haldinstein, B.A., Oxford; Thomas Saunders, B.A., 
Oxford ; George Augustine Blackwell, London ; Charles Frederic Duncan, 
B.A., Oambridge ; I’rank Ernest Ward, B.A., Oxford ; Frank Mellor, B.A., 
LL.B., Cambridge; Arthur Barnsley Shaw, B.A., Oxford; Arthur 
Shepherd Hargreaves, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge Alexander Hall 
Carrington, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Ohristopher Mounsey Wilson, 
B.A., Cambridge; Barnard Thornton H » B.A, LL.B, Cam- 
bridge; Henry Milner White, M.A., LL.M., Oambridge; Herbe 
Stephenson Smith, Edward Joseph Vaugham, Arthur Russell, B.A, 
Oxford; and Henry Bournes Higgins, 

. ges Png A 1 — we ee R. Le et 
t. John’s College, ge, of the Irish Bar, 100 guineas Middle Temple 
Equity Scholar, 50 guineas Real and Personal Pro Scholar; Suresh 
Ohundra Biswas, Balliol College, Oxford; Leon Eugene Leglezio; Aziz 
Ahmad, B.A., Oambridge University; Francis Fitzgerald, B.A., LL.B., 
Trinity College, Dublin; Luke Livingstone Macassey; Lupton Topham 
Topham ; Arthur Stanley Wills, B.A., Trinity College, Cambridge ; John 
J. Brigg, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge University; William Edwin Bar ; 
Frederick Charles Wells Durrant, M.A., burgh University; Daniel 
~ — —— Le Riche. 
nay’s Inn.—Peirce de Lacy Henry Johnstone, M.A., Balliol College, 
Oxford; John William M'Carthy (Lecture Prizeman Equity, December, 
1885) ; Frederick Arthur Greer, M.A., late Fullarton Philoso; , 
A en University, and Bacon olar, Gray’s Inn, 1884; Arthur 
Beaumont Wells, of Grenada, in the West Indies, and Horace Bertram 
Nelson, M.A., B.0,L., Worcester College, Oxford, 


COUNTY COURT COMMITTALS. 


T think {t right to make some observations 
case of Reeve v. Fowle, on prohibition in the Queen’s Bench Division, and 


to the practice hitherto in this court of suspending the issue of 
wo nen ts under pared pte Bs certain instalments are 


been corried ont by tae LF Sm cid cs ne te te holdin aa aly 
to issue the warrant to the 
id. Such direction is wh 
similar to the direction 


office” for a certain period; but atthe same time 
understand some registrars have entered such suspension of the warrants 
on the minute book of the court, to which I see no objection. The order 
of committal itself, when issued, 
on payment of the whole sum ee 
originally made. It is addressed to the high in the 

ty Se aE and under the seal 
has been followed in the various courts over which I haye had the 
to preside for 22 years during the whole of that period, and I believe that 
it has been followed in the majority of the county 
during a much longer vib his Rai hoe 
subject of frequent and anxious consul! amongst the j 
county courts, avd always with the result of its by the great 
majority. In 1880 we had the satisfaction of learn acting ite 
ee ern, ee Len eerie asada a 
be in conformity with the views of = oe 
letter addressed to one of our , dated 
for convenience was printed at time, his 
himself with reference to an order of committal 
te idan te eet that the defendant could have 
the debt of £29 since the date of the judgment, then you could have - 
mitted him, or you might have, on not 
the means of paying it, made a fresh . If you bad committed him 
on being so ae ee ee ee aes ae 
commitment ont a a wg ie as he with the 
terms you might - 
of the debt by mon Pincabents of £1. The practice which thus 
been so long and so adopted and so cree ya Hate wo bg 
say, proved most beneficial to the suitors the public 
the number of comeaiitala, sad Se esees Oe oe . 
indeed, is re with the consent both tiffs 
defendants. For however, 


be considered binding, and the 
tinued. An appeal, however, will be entered against the 
Divisional Court, and. it % be savinast (et, pensiion, is of 

restored. En the Suan eo Castes See oo on oe eee 
of warrants, and no warrants will be issued the numerous orders 
of committal as to which directions for the suspension of warrants have 
hitherto been made. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Artuvr Kexewrcn, Q.C., who has been ad of the 
Chancery Division on the resignation of Vise Uhanoellor St James 
Bacon, is the second son of Byte Bay Rey 
Peamore, Devonshire, and was born in 1832. He was educated at vg 
oe ys Sees scholar of weno sg Oxford, where he 
graduated first class in Classics and second class in Mathematics in 1854, 
and he was subsequently elected a Fellow was 


called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity 1858. He became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1877, and he formerly 


Cam . He was called to the bar at the Temple in 
Jan , 1882, he is a member of the Northern Circuit. 

onn Hamer Kenton, solicitor (of the firm of , Kenion, & 
Simpson), of Li » has been President the Liverpvol 
In Law for the 





the newly-incorporated of Higham Ferrers. Mr. Simpson 
He was admitted 
lato the county magistrates at Higham Peer was a 
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~ Mr. Joun ~ riya A ve potas (of the firm of Fox & Page), of 2, 
Serle-street, has ted Registrar of the Croydon County Court 
(Circuit No. 45 45) in eucceion to the late Mr. William Henry Rowland. 
Mr. Fox was a solicitor in 1880. 

Mr. Atrrev Joun Wrvrer, solicitor, of Swaffham, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Tuomas Foster Baruam, solicitor, of Bridgewater, has been ap- 

ted Assistant Clerk to the Beligeweter Board of Guardians. Mr. 
gt oo ang SS emmgggaia lade He is in partnership with his 
father, Mr. Eustace Bar! 

Mr. Txomas png solicitor, of Carmarthen, has been appointed 
Lape nage of the Town and County of the Town of Carmarthen for 

anes year. Mr. Walters was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 

Hersert Parsons, solicitor, of Mildenhall, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Mildenhall Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, 
School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and Super- 
intendent Registrar for the Mildenhall District. 

Mr. Parricx Cv, barrister, secretary to the Education D ent, 
has been created a Civil Companion of the Order of the Bath. . Cumin 
son of Dr. William Cumin, of Clifton, Bristol, and was born 
was educated at Balliol Coll — where he graduated 
‘ to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
1855, and he formerly practised in the Court of Chan- 
was secretary to the Scotch Education Commission, and 

secretary to the late Mr. Forster when Vice-President of 
Committee of Council on Education. He was assistant secretary to the 
oe — 1871 till 1882, and counsel 4 department 
1884, when he was a; inted secretary to e department. 
cK Onors Taxzos, solicitor, of } — Pag been elected 
city for ensuing Mr. Taylor is superintendent 
the Norwich district. He « was admitted a solicitor in 1872, 
partnership with his father, Mr. John Oddin Howard Taylor. 
—_ Harpy, solicitor, of Norwich, has been appointed 
of that city for the ensuing year. Mr. Cozens-Hardy is an 
the ea dhe of London. He was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 
‘oux Crow P: a solicitor, of Billiter House, Billiter-street, 
© Seieeeel, ben been appointed Honorary Solicitor to the Wine 
Trades Benevolent Society. Mr. Porter was admitted a solicitor 


cHaRD Rosrson ‘Ropp, solicitor, of Stonehouse, has been 

ee ee eee Local Board. Mr. Rodd was 
as yg tom sen 

owe Doczas, mer (of the ppointed Clerk to the Kisg's 

to the g's 

Assessment Conasiiies, School Attendance 


bes fel Peitot 
tet ae 
aE fie 
ar 
Bare 
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Norton Board of 


Committee, and Rural Sani Authority, on the resignation of his 
father, Mr. Ralph Docker, who is coroner for Worcestershire. 
KE. Docker was admitted a solicitor m 1879. He is superintendent 


registrar for the King’s Norton District, and clerk to the Smethwick 


J. Anurutex E:spz11, solicitor (of the firm of Eisdell & Thor-pson), of 
No. 16, Jermyn-street, London, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Haw 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 
rH, Roszerr W114 ae and Joun Gzoncz Buert, 
business, Mesers. Parker & Brett will continue the 
(Gazette, Nov. 12.] 
Pr and Jouwx Pivstzy Mass, solicitors ( , Mann, 
Go), 2, Great aor street, Regent-street, W., and illesden, 
Stat 


ouss Sraoven Torxsvii, and Wirt Witkivson 


i 
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whole of the money on January 18 and then pearing without gi 
any notice to the firm. Six charges were nabetantiobed, and Mr. x ving 
atw move utalee te’ toa dius Ede tak te ae eee other 
charges against the prisoner at the sessions. Mr. Lickfold ha stated 
that, only recently having been instructed, he should reserve cross- 
examination and defence, the prisoner was fully committed to take his 
trial at the Central Criminal Court. 








The letters of allotment in the Mortgage Insurance Corporation were 
posted on Wednesday. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF FOEECASURE, 
Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE 
Date APPEAL CourT APPEAL Count Mr. aod Mr. Justice 
. No. 1. No. 2. Kay. CuIrTryY. 














Mon., Nov. 22 Mr. Jackson Mr. Godfrey Mr. Clowes Mr. Pemberton 
oe 98 Kine Koe Ward 
Wednesdy. 24 Pugh Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Thursday .. 25 Lavie King Koe ‘ard 
Friday ...... 26 Beal Godfrey Clowes Pemberton 
Saturday .. 27 Leach King Koe Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
Mr, Leach Mr. Carrington 
—. ri 
Beal Jackson 
Beal Jackson 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


JOINT STOCK me net aa 
LIMITED IN _CHANCER 

Gazette. —Parpar, Z.. 
CHEsMAN & Co, LuutTED.—By an order made by North. J., dated Nov 6, it was 
ge that the company be wound up. Rossiter, r, Verulam bdgs, Gray’s 

Secon cout & Feseene, Newentte upon Tyne. solors 
wor Cas C.. hes, by as ay rte ov 6, appointed 

Lh a, Newgate st, 0 so etiein S ae oe, 

wr HEATING AND Co, LiarreD.— a Oe an order 
pe et cial lick ne aad Welter Tern mae, 1, is Jone brs, to 


om | BRAZILIAN SUGAR <9 Luarep.—Petn for winding up, pre- 
Marfoorcunh st, pet Tog ha heard’ before Chitty, J» on Nov 20" Henken, 


Nemanean ott ay iw Co, a a apy winding ottoman 
orriwonae MaLieabee ino before Kay, J. pty am a ey PL 
Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq, agents for Toynbee & Co, Lincoln, 


for 
UNLIMITED IN Cuapames. 

MYRTLE SPRING Senens ~iy on opler eande North, J, dated Nov 6, it was 
preachy ang ag wound up. Cu es & Davenport, Chancery lane, 
agents for Alderson & Co, » Eckington, solors for petmer 

N ai amiga SOCIETIES Ha mf aS 
0. Buriat Society, Monument Inn, Ken ov 

Prutene FRIENDLY Soctery, Ingress Tavern, Northfleet, Kent. Nov4 

LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
London Gasette—TUEsDAY, Nov. 16, = ¥ 

CARDIGAN —Kay, J., has fed Wednesday, Nov %, 
en at his for the tment of an official liquidator 

ore, yy gh om. 3 dated Nov 
eet company be wound & Oo, Bucklersbury, 
ors 


ov 15, 5 directed to board before Chitty, Jy 


Saturday, Nov 27, Montes Satin. ig 8 RO. 


H.F. Van & Co, etn for winding up, EAT us, rete to 
be hee 3 — ‘ore North, J., on Nov 2. Toieele & Sons, Ironmonger lane, 
80) ‘or 


LIVERPOOL AND IsLE OF Maw SreaMsnip Co, LiwiTreD.—By an order made by 
V.C., dated Nov 6. it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Pritchard & Co, Painters’ Little Trinity lane, solors fo 

NarionaL Trust Co, Luarrep.—By an order made North, , dated Nov 6, it 
Yas enteoss thas that the company be wound up. Bea’ & Co, Bucklersbury, so solors 


Pamhoss Paues Aczncy Co, Liurrep.—Kay, J., has fixed Nov 22, at 11, at his 
suonr Honea Dever ay FG P lor win up, presented Nov 12, 
directed to be heard before Stirling Stirling, J. on Nov 27. Seunings Holborn, solor 
or 
Was oF ExoLaxp Sarrrine Oo, Lanzeep—Cueditons ave sequined, on or 

Bicp Si, So gent they names and obGvessee sat pesteujere thelr debts or 
Sconcinel hed tuasiemand citedianhes upon tas adhe aah 


in 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
London Gasette em HA Novy. 5, 1886. 
Baty, Jutta, Cunningham pl, St John’s Wood. Dees. Haigh, Gresham st 


Benen, Aswan. Post vElage, Regent's pk, Gent, Nov 22. Keighley & Arnold, 
Bows, E11za, Bath. Dec 18. Lindsay and Co, Basinghall »t 

PE See Bate, Eile of Wisin Rotinns Som Aieahens. Dec %&, Woold- 
Vawsrrt’ Haden, Gheltcld. Dec st. mith & Oo, Bhotteld 

Fist, E1iza, Buxton, Derby. Dec. Needham & Co, Manchester 








= 


e Rosy 


Ss 
ga 


EeeP Pe EFEEE B 


3 








=~ * 


m 


was 
‘y's 
ted 
der 
to 
pre- 


tel 
lors 


was 
ane, 


v %, 


Nov 
ury, 


| for 
1» OD 


ad to 
lane, 


le by 
i up. 


y 6, it 
solors 


at his 


vy 12, 
solor 


before 
at 1%, 


1 ot 
rnold, 


W oold- 








Nov. 20, 1886. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 














Fur, Janz, Buxton, Derby. Dec 25. Needham & Co, Manchester 

Gray, SaRan, Gateshead, Durham. Dec1. Laws & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hawosts, Joun, Southport, Lancaster, Gent. Dec 25. Needham & Co, Man- 
ester 


Jaye. WHI Mildmay BT Oy ~~ Gent. Nov 90. Bridger, St 
Helen's pl. Su hidhensante st W: 


JEWEL, HENRY. Salcombe Regis, Deven, Doctor of Medicine. Jani. Brutton, 
Ottery St Mary 
Jones, Fanny paar Foxcrort, Folkestone. Dec 1. Pritchard & Sons, 
Gracech 
Henry King, 


Kina, RIcHARD exny, Little Glemham, Suffolk. Deo 1. 
Gresham s' 


LALLAM, ~~ —y Downham Market, Norfolk, Gent. Nov 30. Nunn, Down- 

Lana, Kat KATHERINE Frances, Cecil st, Strand. Nov 2. Jenkins, Tavistock 
st, ven 

MaTTINsON, JOSEPH, Wood st, Warehouseman. Dec6é. Phelps & Co, Gresham st 


NEwTON, SAMUEL THOMAS, Manchester, Gent. Nov 30. Lee, Manchester 
OLLIVANT, | Pusnaneen, Symonstone Hall, nr Burnley. Dec 25. Needham & Co, 
PEARSON, >. Foubert’s pl, Regent st, Glass Dealer. Dec 14. Pearson, 


Foubert’s pl, Regent st 
Pratt, Rev Tomas, Barnsley, York. Jani. Jones, Cavan 


PRIESTLEY, JAMES, Guiseley, York, Grocer. Nov 3i. Bond & Co, Leeds 


Proctor, CHARLES, Grafton st, Mile End rd, Dealer in Building Materials 
= Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, Southwark 
Moor, Woodbridge 


Dee 31. 
RaNDALL, SAMUEL, Bredfield, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 81. 
SroxEes, Mary, Wolverhampton, Dec 10, Neve & Ciesswell, Wolverhampton 
Rev CHARLES Patimer, Bracknell, Berks, Clerk. Nov 13. 
Tidd-Pratt, Riseton 
CHARLES WILLIAM, St Basie ou Regent’s pk. Dec1. Hunters & 


Haynes, New sq, Lincoln’s 
WARD, SARAH, Aylesb on “Dec 11. Horwood & James, Aylesbury 


warsg, 2 Jame, Brixton rd, ‘Leather Merchant. Dec 381. Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, 

—— es. St Anne's on the Sea, Lytham, Lancaster, Accountant. 
ing & Son, Blackburn 

WILLIS, pag Sunderland, Joiner. Nov 30. Stockdale, Sunderland 

Gilling, Kaares- 


WeiGut, BENTLEY WARREN, Karesbrough, Chemist. Dec 1. 
brough 








Frsz, Two GUINEAS, for a sanitary inspection and report on a London dwelling- 

house. Country surveys by arrangement. The Seatieey Engineering and Ven 
lation Company, 115, ria-street, Westmirster. .— [ADVT. 

FURNISH ON NORMAN & STACEY’ 9 Grermy; No Resets 1, 2, or 8 years credit ; 
60 wholesale firms. Offices, 79, Queen 0. Branches at 121, Pall 
Mall, 8.W., & 9. Liverpool-st,, E.C. Goode delivered free. —{ ADVT. 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gaszette-—FRIDAY, Nov. 12, 1886, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AuDagason, CHRISTIAN, Newcastle on Tyne, General Merchant, Newcastle on 
Pet Novi0. Ord Nov 10 
Banct, AnrHUR Carnie. Army and Navy Club, Pall Mall, Gent. High Court. 
ug 
Bare, bb 3 7 Cork st, Burlington gdns, Tailor. High Court. Pet 
ov e ov9 
BENNETT, JESSE, Bristol, Builder. Bristol. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov9 
Brep, JosEPH, Cheltenham, Tailor. Cheltenham. Pet Nové. Ord Nové 


BLYTHE a y Cuantne Waneemn, Great Grimsby, Fish Curer. Great Grimsby. Pet 
ov 
pom. HanoiD NELson, Hythe, Kent, Grazier. Canterbury. Pet Nov 8. Ord 


10 
CHAMBERS, WILLIAM, y Ieeenberte , Nottinghamshire, Egg Dealer. Nottingham. 
Pet Nov 9. Ord Nov - " 
CUE, pt rt TAYLOR, address unknown, Draper. High Court. Pet Sept 18. 


Davripson, JOHN, Tzeemouth, Northumberland, Plumber. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Nov 10. N 

DE 7earme, JamEs, Aylesbury, Nurseryman. Ayiesbury. Pet Nov 8 Ord 

Dumas, 72 paceen, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Nov 10. 

ELLIs, JOHN, “sheffield, Collector, Sheffield. Pet Nov 4, Ord Nov 6é 

Fucye. poems EDWARD, Swansea, Clothier. Swansea, Pet Nov 9. Ord 
ov 

—-" ay GoLDING, Gt Yarmouth, Gasfitter. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Nov 9. 

Goampan, W11114M, Norwich, General shop Keeper. Norwich. Pet Nov 8. Ord 

Hatt, Joan, Oranfield, Bedford, Farmer. Bedford. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov9 

Moargsronn. 1 Hvae, and 3 yea Hosrnstook, Long lane, Furriers. High Court. 
e 

Hoxnson, JAMES, jun, Baildon, Yorks, Carter. Bradford. Pet Nov8. Ord Nov8 

movemton, RAPHAEL, Newport, Mon, Draper. Newport, Mon. Pet Nov 9, Ord 

Hunrss, ny Romar MAktin, Clifton, Bristol, Plumber. Bristol. Pet Nov8. Ord 

JonzEs, CHARLES, Cardiff, Hair Dresser. Cardiff. Pet Nov 10, Ord Nov 10 

~~ foam Hanrzis, Whitstable, Kent, Builder. Canterbury. Pet Nov 10. 

10 

Knorr, W1LL1n James, Colchester, Grocer. Oolchester. Pet Nov8. Ord Nov 8 

Lawn, Qrrany RICHARD, | Bogelly, Pembrokeshire, Builder. Pembroke Dock. 
‘et Nov e 

Lion, Gasaca, Dawley, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Madeley, Pet Oot 29. 

oxvon, Davi, Ab Abbotts Langley, Hertfordshire, Clerk, St Albans. Pet Oct 

Mout, JOuN Ouaaxn Newport, Isle of Wight, Solicitor. Newport and Ryde. 


t Novs, Ord 


NEILL ‘EouvxD, D, Stanley Didngs, St Pancras rd, Gatekeeper. High Court. Pet 
ov 


NEw. Np Mi MastaEW, Dagenham, Essex, Auctioneer, Chelmaford. Pet Nov 9. 
Newnrorn, Cagimnen, Markham eq, Chelsea, Milliner, High Court. Pet Nov 
9 Ord Novo 





Oopry, Harn, Cestletord, Yorks, Brasstounder, Wakefield, Pet Nov ¢ Ord 
ov 

permis mimengtessisrch ty Wrexham. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov 
rte Pet Noy 10. Std hee ao ” 

Rowz, Wrxu14M, Cardiff, Glass Dealer. Cardiff. Pet Novs. Ord Novs 

Grd Now , Southport, Lancashire, Photographer. Liverpool. Pet Nov9., 

Sims, ARTHUR Wesar , Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Nov 10. Ord 

SPARKES, Faux Pacuny, Funtington, Sussex, Furmer. Brighton. Pet Nov 6. 


Nov 10 
Ord Nov 9 
STEVENS, Rouunr Jous, Qwansen, Piainber. Swansea. Pet Nov5. Ord Nové 


Sr0enend, Jammm Mandhasten, , Cigar Merchant. Manchester. Pet Novs8. Ord 
oO 
STRANGE, Jonx, Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Oct 28. Ord Nov8 


Tummon, Sat eae ‘Ont Nor Akerman Brixton, out of business, 
Beh Court, fon 8. Ord ok ” 
Virco, Horace, * Pot Nov 8. Ord Nov 9 


Wty, Janes Faxbenic, Binaingham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Nov 9. Ord 


Wansten, Sncnow, Leeds, Commission Agent. Leeis. Pet Novs. Ord Novs 

Ware, Tuomgs, cbt Loxe Wares, Rowman. Tees Sa Sheffield. Pet 

Wutson, Jou, Calverley, Yorks, Physician. Bradford. Pet Nov’. Ord Nov9 

Woons, Wisse, Gb Boling, Gees, Dea - Ipswich. Pet Nov 9. Ord 
ov 


RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED. 
CHEESMAN. GEORGE Epwarp Vincent Sipney, Gt St Helens, Solicitor. High 
Juz 2 Resc Nov 8 
House, Pall Mall, Nurse. High Court. Ord 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
wi fo Newcastle on General Merchant. Nov 24 at 11.30, 
Bren, JosEPru, Cheltenham, Tailor. Nov 20 at 3.30. County Court, Cheltenham 
Borrine, be pny ox (ee Ee Bat. Soe. Former. Nov 20 at 10 4. 
BOortine, an ond acetate}, Chitw orth Chilworth, Farmer. Nov 20 at 10.45. Borough 
and Coun’ Guildford, Surrey 
Borrine, 0, Titgnas and Fanbeaiox Borrio, Ohdworth Farmers. Nov 2) at 10.45. 
Rin iene 
pecuee e Stationer. Nov 22 at 11. Castle 
a Veterinary Stationer. Nov 2 
Off Re st, Manchester 
use, O Oe ee ee Gates dime Big Nov % at 2. Royal Hotel, 


-— 
César Pe - Besay, High rd, Kilburn, Watchmater. Nov 19 at 11, 33, 
Court, Faiscen Winghom, Kent, Former. Nov 19 at 10.30. 32, St George's at, 


atil. 2@and 29 Be Swithin’s lane 


urch Coniston, Lancashire, 


Drxox, Many, Ch 
Epoab, THOMAS < oe, Sees , ur Carlisle, out of business. Novy 22 at 12. 
Fusciat, fas Bowakd, Swansee, Clothier Nov Watt. Off Reo, 6, Rutland 
Garp ARTHUR GiiL, Leeds, Traveller. Nov 22atli. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
GLover, WILLIAM, Nottingham, Baker. Nov 19at 12. Of Reo, 1, High pave- 
Haco, Jons, Geneva 1d Brixton, Warehouseman. Nov 19 at 12. Bankruptcy 


Hat, "Tease, Commission Agent. Nov 19 at 3. Off Reo, 


Huongai, Byun, Fete, Kg Miller. Nov 22at2.3), Spencer & Reeve, 
Hamish, Lunwes, Manchester, Yarn Agent. Nov 25 at 11.30. Of Reo 
HEaRskY, Wi.L1AM, Margate, Coal Merchant. Nov 19 at 10, 32, St George's st, 
Monee, 34s, Jum, Beliive, Teete, Cegte, Nov 22 at 11. Oif Reo, 3i, Manor" 
moore Nee ears ee Nov 22 at 12. Off Reo, 12, Trede- 
mat Mill Furnisher. Nov gosh ee ane 
eee siisualeas teeta oon 
Lawn, Winiuas or Avovers, Cardi, Builier, Nov 29 at 12, Of Reo, 3, Crock 
atxpwin, Lastin y ALLEN, Ladbroke gr, Notting hil, no occupation Nov 13 at 
aay Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 38 at 
, Hern, 2 at 3 Of Reo, South- 
Pacr,fFareaas, Botan won Caen aaaeoeane Novazets, Of Reo, Fie 
Moa., Outiitters. Nor 

Nov at3is. Grosvenor 
Gat Nov atatia, Of Reo, 8, 
ASS | euapannampeeen Deo fat RAM 
My een Novaati. Of Rea, @, Park row, 

¥, Southport, Photographer. Nov a at®. Off Reo, 34, Victoria 
in Puraess, Licensed Victualler, Nov 2 at © & Paxton 


Pant Petes keer 
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Srorrorp, James, Manchester, Cigar Merchant. Nov 22 at12. Off Rec, Ogden’ 8 
ch ri st. Manchester 

STRANGE, — thampton, Grocer. Nov 24at2. Off Rec, 4, East st, South- 
amp 

TREGALE, Ricnarp Pappon, Torquay, Fancy Dealer. Nov 28 at 11. Bankruptcy 

VARNEY, ALFRED, egate, Baker. Novy 19 at 9.30. 32, St George’s st, Canter- 

WALKER, Epwarp, Middlesborough, Grocer. Nov 23 at 11, Off Rec, Middles- 

Warm, Tuomas, Henley on Thames, Fishmonger. Nov 22 at 3. Off Rec, 109, 


ictoria st, Westminster 
WiiaMs, WirtL1aAM GEORGE, ppeovententwent, Grocer. Nov 19 at 12. Temper- 
ance hall, Pembroke Dock 
Wuson. Jonny, ~ pos Yorks, Physician. Nov 2? at 12. Off Rec, 31, Manor 
row, 


Wnriocur, James, Hendon, Nurseryman. Nov 22 at 12. 23 and 29, St Swithin’s 
Watcur, Jawes, Bicker, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Dec 2 at 12. Off Rec, 48, High 
st. Boston 


The following amended ae is substituted for that published in the 
don Gazette of Nov 2. 
oT. Ola Radford, Nottingham, Carter. Nov 19 at3.30. Off Rec, 
1, pavement, Nottingham 
JUDICATIONS. 
ANDERSON, CHARLES Francis, Boston, Lincolnshire, Feather Purifier. Boston. 
Pet Sept 23. Ord Nov 10 
Brp, L i 7 wmv  Senestehion, Brickyard Manager. Stour- 


Biep, JosErn, Cheltenham, Tailor. Cheltenham. Pet Nové. Ord Nov 8 


BLYTHE, CHARLES WeEpsTER, Great Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Fish Curer. Great 
MR, Nov 9. Ord Nov 10 
MAS, jun., Redcar, Yorks, no a. Stockton on Tees and 
Midtiesborough, Pet Octii. Ord Nov 
ee ~ eam, Hogsthorpe, Léncuins bare, Farmer. Boston. Pet Sept 21. 
Brook, JosEru, Huddersfield, Grocer. Huddersfield. Pet Oct 26. Ord Nov 10. 


BUNNELL, JONATHAN, _e Lancashire, Veterinary Surgeon. Manchester. 
Pet Nov 4. Ord Nov4 

Burepss, Harortpd Nzison, Hythe, Kent, Grazier. Canterbury. Pet Nov 8 
Ord Nov 10 


Brvep. Joum, Mistley, Essex, Pork Butcher. Colchester. Pet Oct 18. Ord 
ov 
CLARE, Joy, -- pemgr gama Musical Instrument Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet Oct 


2. Ord Nov 
Wittu™s "awe , Bedmirster, Bristol, Ale Merchant. Bristol. Pet 
Octi6. Ord Nov 9 
emery Easebacss De Dovercourt, Essex, Builder. Colchester. Pet Sept 27. 
ovs 
er ey Eastrington, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Oct 


Couns, Paanee, Wingham, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. Pet Nov 4. Ord 
ov 1 
Faces | Barter, St Mary Church, Devon, Grocer. Exeter. Pet Nov 6 
Done, Joux, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Plumber. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Nov 10. Ord Nov 10 
Epwarns, —. pe ~ ri Bay, Denbigh, Lodging house Keeper. Bangor, Pet 
Extis, Joux, Sheffield, * Collector. Sheffield. Pet Nov4. Ord Nové 


Garrop, Hexey Gotpixc, Gt Yarmouth, Gasfitter. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Nov 9. 


Ord Nov 9 

Goprety, Frepericx Guaseze, Hampstead Norris, Berks, Grocer. Newbury. 
Pet Oct i9. Ord Nov 6 

Gravett, EstHeEr, rome Hill, Sussex, Wine Merchant. Brighton. Pet Oct 


ov? 
Hatt, Joux, Cranfield, Bedford, Farmer. Bedford. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov 10 
arr ~ “Th Brampton, Huntingdon, Butcher. Peterborough. Pet Nov 2. 
‘ov 
Hagver, aeuuuer, Huntingdon, Confectioner. Peterborough. Pet Nov 2. 
ower ge and Guenex Heap, jun, Worthing, Builders. Brighton. Pet 


Hewrrr, Jous, pana! Bessa W Waseyeee, Old Hill, Stafford, Greengrocer. 
Nov 4 
Howsox, J axes, jun, Baildon, Yorks. Carter. Bradford. Pet Nov8s. Ord Novs 
tere 5: Restngion, Lancashire, Mill Furnisher. Blackburn. Pet Nov 
ov 
Hvstez, S a ane Maztts, Clifton, Bristol, Plumber. Bristol. Pet Novs. Ord 
ov 0 
Hoerewer, W1r114K. Talbot ter, Whitehorse rd, Thornton Heath, Tea Dealer. 
dom. Pet Sept zz. Ord Novs 
James. S, Biaengarw, nr Bridgend, Draper. Cardiff. Pet Nov 4. Ord 


Nov 
J ‘Cmaxczs, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Newport and Ryde. Pet Nov 
Sent Cuaxces, Cardiff, a Cardiff. Pet Nov10. Ord Nov 10 
J HOLDING, Bristol, Horse Repository Proprietor. 
ee el Pet Now 6. Ord Novs _ 
=.“ itetable, Builder. Canterbury. Pet Nov 10. Ord 
Lion. Gaonos, Dewey y, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Madeley, Shropshire. Pet 
, 
Mavis, James Daxp, Gilesgate Moor, Durham, Tallow Chandler. Durham. Pet 
Now 4. Ord Novo 
Nestiu, Evucsy, Stanicy bidngs, St Pancras ri, Gatekeeper. High Court. Pet 
Nov4é Ord Novws 
Same Sepa eeers, Warrington, Beerhouse Keeper. Warrington. Pet Nov 4. 
Mowztt, Freep, Dewsbury, Yorks, Grocer. Dewsbury. Pet Oct &. Ord Novs 
mm, worn, Castictord, Yorks, Brasstounder. Wakefield. Pet Nov 4. Ord 
7 Haney Maz, Newport, Mon, Outfitters. New- 


Beret, AlLzre 
Mon. Pet Sov 4 4. ” Ona Nov 
Rd Hiss, § Statiordshize, Chain Maker. Dudley. Pet Nov 6. 


or 
| es Birmingham, Hairdresser. Birmingham. Pet Oct 14. 
hacaany Txecvcne, Swansea, no occupation. Swansea, Pet Oct 19. 


Ora Nov 
Resumen, Jems, Hope, Filntehire, Labourer. Wrexham. Pet Nov 9. Ord Nov 16 


Srziz, Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Agent to Corn Merchant. 
menbligh Cour Pet Mov . wii ot = vd - 
Cardifl, Glass Dealer. Carditt Pet Bovs. Ord Novo 


Seuss, Heser, Soothport, Photographer. Liverpool. Pet Nov9, Ord Nov9 
: 





Disteiem. James, and Davi Marsnatt Scovinar, Liverpocl, Proy 
Merchants. Liverpool. Pet Oct 18. Ord Nov 10 

see 5 Henry, Widnes, Lancashire, Tailor. Liverpool. Pet Oct 11, 
rd Nov 9 

SNEATH, MATTHIAS, Jacsinaworth, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Leicester, 
Pet Oct 23. Ord Nov 

SPENCER, HENRY, Sheffield, alien Sheffield. Pet Nov2. Ord Nov 10 


BrorroRD, Janczs, Manchester, Ciger Merchant. Manchester, Pet Noy 38, 


8: UMMERS, WILLIAM, and Epwarp Sree, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers, 
ottingham. Pet Oct 13. Ord Nov 

TAYLOR, ey pxmneerce STOPFORD, Tdenein, Surgeon. Leicester. Pet 
. Ord Novs 

TAYLOR, STEPHEN ee Pembroke Dock, Butcher. Pembroke Dock, Pet 


Oct 18. Ord Nov 
Wr11uAM tg nr Swansea, Picture Dealer. Swaxsea. Pet 

Sept 29. Ord Nov s 

Tummon, Henry THomaAs, Crawshay_ rd, Ashenmen rd, Brixton, out of business. 
High Court. Pet Novs. Ord Nov 

WALKER, EDWARD, ee Rooke Stockton on Tees and Middlesboro, 
Pet Oct 19. Ord Nov 

WALKER, JANE, residence Tabaoe, Widow. High Court. Pet July 12, Ord 


ov 10 
Wane, axet, Gt Yarmouth, Wheelwright. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Sept 9, 
10 


WEBSTER, SIMEON, Leeds, Commission Agent. Leeds. Pet Nov 8. Ord Novs 


WuiTr, = Smcuse, and LvEs Wuirtt, Rawmarsh, Yorks, Painters. Sheffield. Pet 
Nov 
ee, WIM Groce, ieijee Ee End sq, Haverfordwest, Grocer. Pem- 
broke Dock. Pet Nov 
WILSON, JOHN, Calverley, Yorks, Physician. Bradford. Pet Nov9. Ord Nov9 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 

Newman, Tomas, Cha!ford, Gloucestershire, Corn Dealer. Gloucester. Adjud 
Oct 5. Annul Nov9 
London Gazette.—TUEsDAY, Nov. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AcTON, JOHN, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Builder. Manchester. Pet Nov 11, 
Nov 11 

BARKER, J OSEPH, Pannal, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Nov10. Ord Nov il 
BaRNEY, JoHN, York, Commercial Traveller. York. Pet Nov 13. Ord Nov 13 


meer Wit1i1aM, Haxey, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Nov it. 

rd Nov 11 

Borie, Wrt11am, Great Marlow, Fruiterer. Aylesbury. Pet Nov 10. Ord 
Novi 


Bow , Warzuse, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Nov 5. Ord 


Bounties. J "LEoporp, Birmingham, Watchmaker. Birmingham. Pet Nov 12. 

r Vv 12 

CELLEM PHILIP Soe, Mitten st, Frilling Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
Novil. Ord Novi 

CHIcK, CHARLES, and A THOMAS PaPE, Till grove, prpoarne grove, East 
Dulwich, Builders. High Court. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov 

CLARK, ALFRED, Bishop's + ~ peed Hertfordshire, Corn Hirchens Hertford. 
Pet Nov 12. nea oe 

Cross, Sasere, Rugeley, ‘Staffordshire, Shoe Dealer. Stafford. Pet Nov 11. 
Ord Nov 11 

Cunmees, Soar CHARLES, Mold Quay, Flintshire, Grocer. Chester. Pet Noy 
12. Nov 12 

DaVIEs, Jom, Aberaman, Aberdare, Uollier. Aberdare. Pet Nov 9. Ord 


No 
Duatrar, } Lincoln, Innkeeper. Lincoln. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov 12 


DoNALDSON, ERNEST SAMUEL, Norwood rd, Tulse hill, Estate Agent. High 
Court. Pet Nov13. Ord Nov 18 

Driver, WILL14M, Manningham, Bradford, Commission Agent. Bradford. Pet 
Novii. Ord Nov ii 

DymonD, LUKE TrIvk, and MATILDA ANN pees, Newport, Mon. Tobacconists, 
Newport, Mon Pet Novi2. Ord Nov z 

EBERLE, bd sam, Thirsk, Yorks, Physician. Northallerton. Pet Nov 12. 


Epwaxps, WILLIAM, Kidderminster, Miller. Kidderminster. Pet Nov 8. Ord 
iv 
EL11s, Ropezr, Manchester, Tailor. Manchester. Pet Noviil. Ord Nov it 
Evans, RicHarp, Walsall, Builder. Walsall. Pet Novi2. Ord Nov 12 
Game, sigan, Best Molesey, Surrey, Gent. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Nov 10, 
Gnomes. A LenrchBwy ace, Pembroke, Farmer. Pembroke Dock. 
ov il 
JONES, Wits, Conti 4 Shrewsbury, Timber Haulier. Shrewsbury. 
Pet ov 12, Ord Nov 12 
Hed Lion sq, Hair Dressers’ Sundryman. High Court. 


KING, jeucens 
Pet Nov ¥ Ord _, 
Kens, Sa Sanen, Ps st, Sdinéton; Livery Stable Keeper. High Court. Pet 
ov 13 


KINSEY, “iowa, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet Novi. Ord Nov 12 


LAMPORT, oar, Ouanae Mad amar Spalding, Clerk in Holy Orders. Peterborough. 
ov Ord 

- _ Jo = } mar Nottingbam, Potato Salesman. Nottingham. Pet 
iv ov 

Imax, MICHAEL, Newport, Mon, Outfitter. Newport,Mon. Pet Novii, Ord 


Nov 11 

MancerTson. James Francis, Halesworth, Suffolk, Chemist. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 
Nov 1s. Ord Nov 13 

Ba “aera Bristol, Private in Army. High Court. Pet Novi2. Ord 





Nov 
Mara, Wi Wiissas, Norwich, Li 1 Victualler. Norwich. Pet Nov 10, Ord 
MoMnrnIx,  atesess, Recitvesstene bldgs, Holborn, Printer. High Court. 


et Oc 12 
Moneys, Gaonen, Hereford, Coach Builder. Hereford. Pet Nov 10, Ord 
Wetton on the Wolds, Leicester, Grazier. 
Nvtrer, Joux, Crouch, nr Bevenoaks, " Licensed Victualler. Tunbridge Wells. 
Pet Ord Nov 1 


OAKLEY, Frama, Bastngetobe ” clerk. Winchester. Pet Novii. Ord Novil 
Pane, Cmsgems, Leadenhall st, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Nov 13, Ord 


13 

Puen, some Weasas, Hawkwell, Essex, Farm Bailiff. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 
ovi 

Poco, GnonsL, Eastbourne, Butcher. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Nov 12, Ord 


ov 
S1umows, J. H., Brighton, Gardener. Brighton. Pet Oct 2. Ord Nov 12 


No: FRepenrick SAMUEL MARVIN 
"Vdonner Pet Nov 10, Ord rd Nov 





Crises fom — sen, Sedgley, Staffordshire, Innkeeper. Dudley. Pet Nov 10 
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Sore. A “Agrava, ‘Heybridge, Essex, Miller. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 12. Ord 
12 
ELI, ALGERNON, Plymouth, Draper. East Stonehouse. Pet Nov 13. Ord 


STANIAR, JAMES PETER, CHARLES RopERTS, GrorcEe Henny Hopexivson, and 
JOuN Fowanp BRIERLEY, Manchester, Merchants. Manchester. Pet Nov 
il ov i 

THoMAS, THOMAS, sen, THOMAS THOMAS, jun, and JoHN THomAs, Lianelly, Boot 
Makers. Carmarthen. Pet Nov 12. Ord Nov J 

TIGHE. Jous Avaustus, Landridge rd, qruhem pk, Retired Lieut.-Colonel. 
High Court. Pet Aug 26. Ord Nov 

Tru, Wirtt1aM Mace, Park rd, Wen Dulwich, Horticultural Potter, High 
Court. Pet Nov ii. Ord Nov 1 

TRUBEEAW JostaH, Cannock, Staffordshire, Saddler. Walsall. Pet Novii. Ord 


Wareou, aml Doperss, Is Lurline gdns, Battersea pk, Surgeon. Wandsworth. 
ov 
Wareom, Roamer Donsare, Rainham, Kent, Farmer. Rochester. Pet Nov 11. 
ovi 
WILLIAMS, JOHN, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Grocer. Wolverhampton. Pet Nov 


10. Ord Nov ii 
WILLIAMson, HueH Wri, and Wit11am SHEPHERD W: iN, Congie- 
m= na Uoal Masters. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Bot Nov 9. 
r ov 


Wrars. BUere, St Benet pl, Gracechurch st. High Court. Pet Oct 16. Ord 
ov 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
AxEnuner, Laou, Posinghall st, Yorks, Flax Merchant. Nov 2%éatil. Off Reo, 
22, Park row, 
BabKER, maine Pannel, Yorks, Farmer. Nov 23 at 1. Off Rec, 17, Blake st, 


or 

BAXTER, JsaAAC BLAKE, Darlington, Boot Dealer. Nov 23 at 11.30. Off Rec, 
Middlesboroug 

BENNETT, JESSE, Bristol, Builder. Nov 23 at 12.30. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 


BRADENBURG, JOHA Ewelm rd room pm, Merchant. Nov 25 at 11° 
Bankruptcy biden, aon tesengel oh st, Lincoln’ 

ps, ee NELson, Hythe, ‘Kent, ee Nov 28 at3. Off Rec, Bank 
8 shfo: 

CLEAVER, CHARLES Gaon, Tanner st, Bermondsey, Leather Merchant. Nov 25 
at 2.30. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Daviss, Joun, Aberdare, Goll Nov 24at10, Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


Dopp, Honazio, Bishopsgate st, Merchant. Nov 23 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Dorrit, ages. Canterbury rd, Croydon, Builder. Nov 24 at 3. 109, Victoria 

st, Westminster 

DriIvER, WILLIAM, Manningham, Bradford, Commiesion Agent. Nov 24 at 11. 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Dunstan, GEORGE, Nottingham, out of business. Nov 24at11. Off Rec, 1, High 
a otting ham 
‘D, LUKE TINK, ond MATILDA Ann DyMonp, Noupest, 3 Mon, Tobacconists. 
Mors 5 at at 12.30. Off Rec, 12, predoge* Pl. Newport, M 

EDWARDS, EmMa, gtd i Denbig dging house ‘Keeper. Dec 1 at 4. 
Imperial Hotel, C ay 

E1Luis, JOHN, Sheffield, Collector. Nov 24at11. Off Rec, Figtree Jane, Sheffield 


FARMER, JOHN, Farringdon rd, Baker. Nov 28 at 3. 166, Queen st, Portsea 
FLEMING, THOMAS, Southsea, Architect. Nov 28 at 12. 166, Queen st, Portsea 


PeRENAD. FREDERICK, Berwick st, Soho, Oilman. Nov 23 at 12. Bankruptcy 
gs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Gannon, aay GOLDING, Ct Yarmouth, Gasfitter. Nov 26 at 12. Off Rec, 8, 

King st, Norwich 

wae. wy uaagst, © Norwich, General Shop Keeper. Nov 26 at 11.80. Off Rec, 
ng st, Nor 

Maur, Joux, Cranfield, Bedford, Farmer. Nov 29 at 11. 8, St Paul’s sq, Bed- 

or 


Bares, ny EDWARD, Bunhill row, Box Maker, Nov 25atii. 33, Carey st, 


inooln’s 

Jones, WILLIAM Watt, Dorrington, Salop, Farmar. Nov 2% at’ 11.45. Law 
Society, Talbot chbrs, Shrewsbury 

ae gon ae gaa Whitstabie, Kent, Builder. Nov 26 at 10. 32,8t George’s 
at, ury 

Kyort, WILLIE James, Colchester, Grocer. Nov 29 at11. Townhall, Colchester 


LEKBETTER, JOHN HENRY, Nottin ae Potato Salesman. Nov 2 at 12. Off 
Rec, 1, High pavement, Not 

LzewIs, STEPHEN RICHARD, Begelly, -- PRG Builder. Nov 24ati1. Off Rec, 
11, Quay st, oer Bey 

Lipman, MICHAEL, Newport, Mon, Outfitter. Nov 25at12. Off Rec, 12, Trede- 
woe i pl, New sewners 

. Uxbridge rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Engineer. Nov 24 at 2.30. 

mi bidgs. Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Mavin, James Davin, Gilesgate Moor, Durham, Tallow Chandler. Nov 93 at 
12.45. Three Tuns Hotel, Durham 

Mayes, Wits, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Nov 26 at 11. Off Ree, 8, King 
st, Norwic 

MonLEY, WILLIAM AvausTus, Stockwell kh onpecend, Susser, Tea Dealer. Nov 23 at 

Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 

Mouw, "JOHN CLARKE, Newport, Isle of Wight, Solicitor. Nov s¢atit. Cham 
ber of Commerce. 145, ny 

Nrison, Joun, Gorleston, Suffolk, Boat Ruilder. Nov 26 at 2.30. Star Hotel, 
Great Yarmouth 

NEWLAND, MATTHEW, Dagenham, Essex, Auctioneer, Nov 2% at 2. County 
Court, Romfortl 

monte, FREDERICK SAMUEL Marvin, Walton o. the Wolds, Leicestershire, 

razier. Nov 24att?. 28, Friar lane, Leices' 

Qearam FRANK, Basingstoke, Clerk. Nov 2 at 3. “Oia Masonic Hall, Church st, 
Basingstoke, Hants 

vLnasr, | ANZRL ¢ OSEEE, Carter lane, Silk Merchant, Nov 2¢at11. 33, Carey 
8 4ncoin's inn 

Owen, Tuomas, jun, Bangor, Mason, Deo? at9.80, Queen’s Head Cafe, Bangor 

pacrys, Ay BaD, Sheffield, Coal Merchant. Nov 24ati. Off Reo, Figtree lane, 

LETH 1c 

Rawszy, WILLIAM, Steeple Aston, Oxford, Farmer, Nov 97 at 11.30, Off Reo, 8t 
Aldates, Oxford 

Roperts, Jonn, Hope, Flint, Labourer, Nov 30 at 8, Off Reo, Chester 

mun, Gnomon Caries, Datchet, Builder. Nov®&at 2, White Hart Hotel 

nasor 
SHEPHERD, JAMES JOHN, Commercial rd, Lambeth, Firewood Dealer. Nov 95 at 


2.30, 33, Oarey at, Lincoln’ s inn 
Spencer, Hiwry, Sheffield, Joiner, Nov % at 3, Off Reo, Figtree Jane, 


Sheffield 


Br wey b, Asean 3 Frencu, Chancery lane, Electrician. Nov 2 att®, 83 Carey 
inooln’s inn 

Oraasncax, mr * Watling st, Trimming Manufacturer. Deo 1 at ii, 38, Carey 
at, nooin’s inn 

Tav. Daw, J Jostau, Norton Canes, nr Cannock, Saddler, Nov % at®, Off Roe, 





TvmMon, Henny Tomas, Crawihay rd, Brixton, Beer Retailer. Noy 25 at 12. 
Varron, eonkcse enews: Woe Cricket Outfitter. Nov %at il. Luke" 
Vmoo, Honace, . Nov@ati. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

Watson, Rosgrt Durrant, Rainham, Kent, Farmer. Nov 25 at 11.90. Off Rec, 


WHITE. eats, one eam Seams, Rowman, Sate See Nov 2 at 12, 
, JON, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Grocer. Nov 2% at 11. Off Reo, 
Woon, Hee cat Great Bealings, Suffolk, Dealer, Nov 23 at 12. Off Reo, 2, 


Wi ite st, I 
The fi <7} of Matton fe extiattineie® fox Chat pelthes & the 
GRaVETT, EsTHER, ih ancaan Wine Mexchant, ‘ov Batii. Court” 
h Church st, Brighton *: 
ouse, Ol 8 
eer er i eae 
London 
VaRNEY, ALFRED, Ramsgate, Baker. Nov 19 at 11.30. Guildhall, Canterbury 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Newensle 2 Sem Merchant. Newcastle on Tyne. 


Nov it 
BanxEn, JosuPH, Pannal, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Nov10. Ord Nov 12 


BalLuiz, Joun B, Cleveland row, St James’s, Gent. High Court. Pet Sept 16. 
Ord Nov 12 

ARBOWOLIE®, Wim, Haxey, Lincoln, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Nov 11. Ord 
ov 


N 
Bunpgps. Bansaurm, Cardiston, Salop, Tailor, Shrewsbury. Pet Nov 6. Ord 
BIRCHALL, JOHN. ous, Stapeley, nr Nantwich, Farmer. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet 


Oct 28. Ord Nov 
Biakg, J cad HEKRY Buake, Alderney Mile End, Carmen. High 
Bag &- 6. Grd Hovis ven 


eneen, Fe JULIA, Streatham, Widow. Wandaworth. Pet Aug6. Ord Nov 12 


ES ee a Birmingham. Pet Nov 12- 
Oxvst, Wirtiax , Writtle, Essex, out of business. Chelnsford. Pet Sept 6. 
ov i 


piven OHN, Aberdébe, Collier. Aberdare. Pet Nov 9. Ord Nov 10 
Davem, 3 cai,” Ord Nov i Poentycymmer, nr Bridgend, Draper. Cardiff. Pet 
DEALTRY, ROBERT, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Lincoln, Pet Nov 1%. Ord Nov 12 


Baume, jouw Janse, Thies, Lorie, Figuaien, Northallerton. Pet Novy 12. 
ov 
Recap, = L- ae Jackson, Carlisle, out of business. Carlisle. Pet Nov 6. Ord 


Epwagps, Wai12ix, Kidderminster, Miller. Kidderminster. Pet Nov8 Ord 


Buus, Romar, Hulme, Lancashire, Tailor. Manchester. Pet Nov 11. Ord 
ovi 

POWER, SHEA TORR, ARIES, Cen Canterbury. Pet Oct 27. 
Pome, Pease Bowie, Swansea, Clothier. Swansea. Pet Nov 9. Ord 


Gonemanr, Wrizaxt, Norwich, General shop Keeper. Norwich. Pet Nov 8. 


Og ead 
HLAsrys, JAxms, a AMES, Russell rd, Kensington, Gent. High Court. Pet Sept 23. Ord 
Hoop, WiLI1aM NELSON, Cornhill, Insurance Broker. High Court. Pet May 3. 


Ord Nov 12 
Hunt, Wit11a%, Weymouth, Grocer. Dorchester. Pet Oct 25. Ord Nov 13 


coms, Waiziait, Shrewsbury, Timber Haulier. Shrewsbury. Pet Nov 1%. Ord 

Joxns, Wuutia Wax. Dorrington, Salop, Farmer. Shrewsbury. Pet Nov 6. 
Nov 

Kine, Epwarp, Chaxhill, Gloucester, Farmer. Gloucester. Pet Oct #8. Ord 


sogntn, Hexxx, Lanark villas, Paddington, Wilow. High Court. Pet June 
Lew Eeh Nore ne ee Carlisle. Pet Oct 16. 
cran, Jqee Taver, Wottinghes, Eutats Geleeman. Nottingham. Pet 
STEPHEN RicHaRD, Begelley, Pembrokeshire. Pembroke Dock. Pet Nov 


8 Ord N: “waged 
WILLIAM AUGUSTUS, Cardiff, Builder. Cardiff. Pet Oct 2. Ord Novs 
Lirmay, Myomann, Howpert, Mon, Outfitter. Newport, Mon. Pet Novit. Ori 
Lomwon, Daytp, Abbotts Langley, Hertfordshire, Clerk. St Albans. Pet Oct 
ov 


Ma Wit, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Norwich. Pet Nor, Ord 
NEWROTEH, “Oarmmnnrs, Markham 09, Chelsea, Milliner. High Court. Pet Nor 


® Ord Nov it 
NoBLE, Hf Walton on the Wolds, Leicestershire, 


FREDERICK SaMUBL MARVIN, 

Grasier. Leicester. Pet Nov 
OakLEY,, Faane, Basingstoke, ES Fa Pet Nov it. 
Southend, Coal Merchant. Chelmsford. Pet Aug of. Ord 


0 
Owau, Tuomas, jen, Banger, Mises. Bangor. Pet Nov 6. Ord Nov 12 


Panny, Sosy an, Mawtewnl, Essex, Farm Bailiff. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 
. Ord Nov . 
Ronson, Grores, Liverpool, Contractor. Liverpool. Pet Oct 18. Ord Now tt 


Rust, Baway Jas, ond Bowen Sages Gene, Gienaeeiey, Semenpee. 
Scrurron, THomas South Hackney, Brewers’ Agent. High 
sunt Foact Sn Ful arnt Ose, Pe Nor On 
wonoR Cuantes, Datchet, Builder, Windsor, Pet Oct®, Ord Nor 8 

sunt Jauee MCEnAEe, SE FE Canterdbary. Pet Jaly >. 
Sf Hi, Brighton, Wastes Coden, Brighton. Pet Oct @ Ord 

Suara, Aaruve, Heybridge, Basex, Mille Chelmsford. Pet Nor 2 Oni 
ereaxon Jorn, Southampton, Grocer, Southampton. Pet Oct 8 Oni 


TeargATON, Tose, ocere. Kington upon Hull, Seed rusher, Kingston upon Wall 
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Tr, Wit1i1aM M. 
Court. Pet Nov 11. 
Urwir, Joun, Scotewood, 
Pet Oct 30. Ord a, a 
Verrcu, THomas 
Nov4. Ord Nov 13 
Vinco, Horace, Bristol, Baker. Bristol. 
Ware, JaMEs FREDERICK, Birmingham, Grocer. 
ov 


Pet Nov 8. 


2%. Ord Novs 


ee i ra. > a Norwood, Horticultural Potter. High 
aikembediend, Engineer. 
Birmingham, Cricket Outfitter. Birmingham. Pet | 


Birmin 
13 
Warm. L sous, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Wolverhampton. Pet Nov 10. 
ov 
Wise, APERED HeEnEy, Westow st, Upper Norwood, Timber Merchant. Croy- 
don. Pet Oct “2 end soa " 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
| Nov. 22.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, at Stratford, at 6 for 7 
Land (see advertisement, Nov 6, P. ¢. 
Nov. 23.— Messrs. BEAN, BURNETT, & ELDRIDGE, at the Mart, Leasehold Proper. 
Norse — srmant, Nov, 18, p ~ Farmer, & B - Mart 
ov. ‘WSON, RIDGEWATER, &' 
at 2 p.m., Reversions (see wraps bee eid this week, p. 6. <s 


CONTENTS. 
55 jan Segue fa A sesccecese 
LzGat NEwWs ......... 
Pare 


Newcastle on Tyne. | 


Ord Nov 13 
gham. Pet Nov9. Ord 





UOURRENT TOPICS ..-+0+-coee 








BIRTH. 
Horwe.—Nov. 9, at Thornt« n a. Wimbledon, the wife of H. Wariters Horne, 
barrister-at-la’ a daughter. 


law, 


CrEprToRs’ Noricgs.. 
-° | BaNKRUPTOY Novices 


| 
| 
| Ow THE ForM OF MoRTGAGE Bris 








=< 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


or Chocolate Powder. 


Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or | 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 


with the excess of fat ex 
© Facul it “* che most nutritious, per- 
RR e beverage for B Luncheon, or 
ne, and one for Invalids and Children.” 
commended by the entire Medical 
Bein hout onset, spice, or 
2 


with starch, &c., and Im BEALITY cuzaPrzs than such 
Made instantaneo.sly with . 
to s Breakfas! Cup, costing less than a 

Cocoatima 4 La Variiizis the most delicate, igestible, 
cheapest Manilla pe mete = may when 
In tins at 1s. €4., 30., b0. 6d. 

Grocers. 

Charities on Special Ter ms by the Sole Proprietor, 

H. Scuwarezzz £ Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C 


AW.—Solicitor, unadmitted (24), Articles 
Geneon 





knowledge General 
used to chamber and oft, wor 

highest references.—J. - Solicitors’ 
Chancery-lane. 





aW. —Situation as General Clerk wanted | 


a Solicitor’s Office ; appointment yueteeees ; 
Shorthasd writer; 7 years highest 
references ; age 22.—Ad F snomn G. cis GRIMWOOD, 
14, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 





ee: you want Money without Fees—amounts | < 


£10 to Fn ag tae ma lying elsewhere see Mr. 
CLIBURNS, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 





AJOR 
CEREALS, 


gree, Brighton.” 


HALLETT’S 
Free to any Railway Station in 
8 PEDIGREE SEED Company, 
Telegraphic Address, “ Pedi- 





OOKS BOUGHT.—To Bnsouters, Solici- 
tors, £c—-HENRY SOTHERAN & 
Finley. and 136, Strand. 


eres SS Sonn or coum 


the utmost value in t. 
Removals A ty eke or expense to vendors 
Established 1516. 


AVENDISH COLLEGE, 





Cambridge. 


PRESIDENT : 
HIS CRACE THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, E.G. 
of this is to enable Students at 
qe ae College on 
to take the University in Arts, Law, or 


Students are admitted at 16, and a Degree may be 
Coftege Changes for 

in Vi , including all 

ot my vy vy — by 


oe eatin tet information apply to the Wanrpzn, 
College, Cambridge. 


RS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
Plate, W: Wetchon Chains Jewelery, Les weg 
are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 


attention of Piictiees, Hucomtem, Fructose, 
and others is particularly called Se Gite sendy mens 
a, ew oS eee ae other 


frequency their sales 
eer Te ad. ED, are exabied to inctate large or taal 





in ae bk cn on Oy a te a | 
y mmoeyted). 


Press. 
other admixture, it suits | 
vr in alt ell climates, and is four | 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yot WEAKENED | 


nling water, a — 


bited. 
&c., by Chemists and | 


and Board (with | 
: requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
stated shortest notice, ” 


EDE AND SON, ) 


ROBE bet : MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


| To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c, 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


HOWARD'S PATENT. 
Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made 





ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSBL AND BARRISTERS. | 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigsand Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, Price List UPOM APPLICATION 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS WODDERSPOON & CO,, 
ESTABLISHED 1689, , SERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
| 94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. LINOOLN’S INN, W.0. 





p.m., Freehold Building 


THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION, ~ 





INTEMPBRAN CE. 
HILL HOUSE RETREAT, HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE 
ahs 








COLMAN 


Licensed under the Act of 1879, for the — ‘ 
exclusive reception of LADIES privately or 


under the Act. 


Terms from £2 2s. per Week. 


—_—— 


PEDIGREE | 


Apply to the Proprietors— 








LONDON OAZerTE pai by authoris 
and RY ADVERTIS 


OFFICE. LON. ur,” CHANCERY LANE, 
STREET. 


| ete ay HOUSES or APART-| 
UGHOUT on } 
MOEDER’S = aa SYSTEM. 
The original, best, and most liberal. 
Founded A.D. 1868. 
Cash prices. No extra charge for time given. 
Particulars, estimates, yl ae testimonials 


F. MOED 249, | - Tottenham-court- 
road, and nd 18, 21, Morwell-street, W. Estab- 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 


begs to a 7 attention of the Legal 
to the advantages of ey bee experience of 
forty years, in the 6 jon of all pro 
NB One of advertisement on) 

copy Vv only 

strictest care and promptitude assured. "Omoial stan 
forms for advertisement and file of “‘ London 
kext. Bv appointment. 








BY AUTHORITY, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1 & 2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON &.C, 


Late Copying and Engrossing, 
Ovrith punctuality sat dispatch, st'the lowest seals 
charges, A good Discount allowed on agreed ou: 


LAW PRINTING. 
7d peli OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, 
AVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at 1s, Ts tole 
DEEDS, CONVEY ANCES, MORTGAGES, &o., Pri 
Discount allowed for cea on agreed accounts, 
LITHOGRAPHY. 


BRIEFS PETITIONS 
NUTES oF EVIDEN 4 
bmw pe mh 














een at Pee kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA ons ining nl or. ASOEASION 


in 
Se ARE CE TIFIC TICATES, DEBENTURES, 
engraved en printed, OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
No Charge for 8 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registratiun Agents, 
4, FLEET-STREET, LONOOM, E.C, (curner 
of Berjesnte’-inn). 
Annual and other Retarns Stamped and Filed, 


snd sxecated. 





ABerhecrs 


PLANS OF ny mr eee Bt ILE 
ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., 
with accuracy and dispatch. 





Samples and Catalogues sent post-free, 


1 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, — 
upwards of ; 
forma — 


&c., and hereby soli solicits their continued OO 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, : 


“ 


" 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 








